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FOREWORD 


Certain assumptions, premises, postulates, prejudices, call them what you will, inform 
this little study. | make no apology for that. One of my assumptions is that no work 
having to do with anything human (and | think the same might be said as well about works 
on geology, physics, the flora, the fauna, the stars, the moon, or anything else) can be 
cr should be without feelings on the part of the author. His only obligations, it seems 
+o me, are to acknowledge his feelings, define them, and discipline them sufficiently 
ihat they do not result in a work which is Incoherent or dishonest. 


A few of my other assumptions: 

|. Human arrangements can be made a great deal better than they are, in terms of 
fulfilling the possibilities of man. Social reform, in these terms, is desir- 
able — and it is possible. 

2. However, there is nothing inevitable about it. | do not believe in social 
Darwinism, “historical materialism” or any other theory of social predestinatio 
if there is to be human development, it will be through human volition and efic 
1¢ they are to be as effective as they might be and wish to be, social reforines 
need accurate knowledge, however disquieting it may be. Some desirable socia' 
change may take place through "tuck" but probably not much. The type of chanc< 
that takes place through blind chance and drift tends to be undesirable. 

The most accurate knowledge, about the most subjects, in the shortest time, wii 
the greatest economy of resources, would flow from the apptication of the metic 
of a humanistic social science to Social problems. 

A humanistic social science needs social problems as much as social problems 
need soclal science. To the extent that sociology, anthropology, psychology, 
history, economics, and political science attempt to ape the Yourity” of the 
physical and biological sciences (which are often not so “pure,” etther), they 
grow repetitive, dull, “weary, stale, flat, and unprofitable. 
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‘he research design of this study leaves almost everything to be desired from the stand- 
point of a positivist or behaviorist. Many methodological limitations are freely con- 
fessed in the course of this narrative. But if | may make so bold, this study is better 
than the products of the "purists" in the overriding respect that It exists at all. The 
positivists and behaviorists do not study the humanis#c-- which Is to say, from my view- 
point, the important -~ questions. They scoff at the concept of alienation. They would 
never have undertaken a study which has to do, ultimately, with whether or not people 
want to survive, and believe they are going to. 


The presentation which follows, like the questionire itself, was prepared with the coun 
sel of various persons, but final responsibility is mine alone for all the crotchets, al 
+he hazardous intuitions, ai! the oversimplications, obfuscations, circumlocutions, and 

omissions. 

| acknowledge the help Of Aron Gilmartin, minister of the Mount Diablo’ Unitarian Church; 
‘member=-of the cfurch‘« Worle Without War Committee; Edy Blair; Lois Squire<;-Charle¢.«- 
“mith; and others. For the title of thie piecé,~I am, of. courses~- indebted £0: John XXTIT. 


| do not expect that there is anyone in the world who wil! agree with everything that is 
said here. Nor should anyone. But |! ask you, when . you disagree, to do so more than 
viscerally. Think through your evidence for disagreeing. If you already have such 
evidence in hand, | would like to see it. If you do not have it in hand, may | suggest 
that you conduct another study? Don't worry about that sacred cow of the positivists: 
“replication” of the group 1 chose. Take any group. They are al! important. 


Then we will be that much farther along the road of knowing where we are and what we are 
about. We will alt be that much better off than we are now. And when | say “ait,” | 
include the people whose attitudes and opinions are studied. By my lights, a question- 
raire which falts to stimulate the respondent to thought and inquiry is only an elabor- 
ation of the obvious and is a poor questimmire. 


| hope that this little study of peace In suburbia starts at least a few persons thinkin 
and inquiring and tatking and doing. If so, it has been a success. If not, tt has : 


failed. 


Henry Anderson, 
1376 Virginia Street, 
Berkeley, Calltfornia 


January, 1968 
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I. BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY 


The Mount Diablo Unitarian Church draws its congregation principally from Walnut Creek, 
Concord, Pleasant Hill, and Lafayette: upper-middle class "bedroom communities” in Contra 
Costa County -~- part of the greater San Francisco Bay Area. Owing to the nature of the 
setting, and to the appeal of Unitarianism itself, the members and friends of this church 
tend to be drawn very largely from professional and managerial strata. Although precise 
data are not available, the average person associated with this church Is probably fn the 
upper 5% of the nation in terms of education and income. 


Structurally, the church is characterized by a fairly loose "committee system." Each -- 
Building Committee, Finance Committee, Adult Program Committee, Religious Education 
Committee, etc. -- is essentially autonomous in its field. For the past year and a half, 
there has been a World Without War Committee -- first as a subgroup of a general Social 
Action Committee, more recently as an entity in its own right. 


in the early autumn of 1965, members of this World Without War Committee, largely out of 
concern over developments in Viet Nam, decided to try to 'escalate” the involvement of 
congregational members In questions of war and peace. (Only five or six persons had 

been attending meetings of the WWW Committeé.)~~ The present writér was authorized to 
prepare’ a questionaire for the purpose of aesercing the readires* of church “trember *--and 
friends to <tudy péace problem« in more depth, or to undertake come kind of peace action. 


In the course of discussing the project with persons from the church, persons fran the 
peace movement, and others, the author decided to broaden the scope of the inquiry, on 

the assumption that attitudes toward matters of war and peace do not exist in vacuo. 

It seems reasonable to believe that they are closely related to attitudes toward many 
other specific social issues, attitudes toward social change in general, attitudes toward 
society and one's own place in it. Thus, although the survey itself, and the present 
analysis based upon It, deal primarily with peace, this concern will be found couched in 
a larger perspective. 


The World Without War Committee next considered the question of survey methods. It was 
agreed that, ideally, house-to-house interviews should be conducted with the entire 
church membership. But the resources of the committee were so limited that this possib- 
itity had to be rejected. Even telephone interviews were felt to be beyond the capacit- 
ies of the committee. By a process of elimination, therefore, a mal! questiompire was 
decided upon. It was decided to send two copies of the questimraire to everyone on the 
church mailing list, since most members and friends of the church have spouses who are 
also members or friends. Persons in households with three or more adults were invited 
to ask for supplementary questiomaires. (But nmedid so.) 


There are about 650 names on the Mount Diablo Unitarian Church mailing list - meaning 
that about 1,300 questiommires were mailed. They were sent as an enclosure with the 
church newsletter, which had carried announcements for two or three weeks in advance, 
The survey was also announced from the pulpit of the church. 


After two weeks the response was so meager that the committee decided extraordinary 
supplementary efforts were required. Additional copies of the questianaire were mimeo- 
graphed, and members of the cammitteé handed them to everyone attending church on the 
morning of October 17, 1965. The minister spoke on the subject of peace that day, and 
strongly urged the congregation to complete and return the questiamires. Finally, mem- 
bers of the World Without War Committee made personal telephone calls, asking people if 
they had returned their questimmires yet, and if they had not, asking them to do so, 
and explaining why the-curvey was .being conducted and why it was considered important. 


With all this, the total number of questionmaires received was exactly 100. Providen- 
tially (if one may use that term in a Unitarian context), the number made it unnecessary 
to go through the usual time-consuming task of calculating percentages. In all the 
tables which follow, numbers and percentages are the same. 


But the committee would gladiy have traded this convenience for a larger number of re- 
turns. One hundred out of 650 is just 15% -- 7.5% if spouses are included -~ which is 
somewhat smaller than the response one might expect to get, for example, from a market 
research mailing to total strangers. 


Throughout the following discussion, it should be borne in mind that one of the most 
tmportant findings from the entire study was a negative finding: that at least 85% of 
potential respondents, despite repeated exhortations from their church leaders and co- 
religionists, did not respond at all, and do not appear anywhefe in ‘tHe survey data. 

This ts perhaps a commentary on the nature of Unitarianism; on the morale of this par- 
ticular congregation; or on the state of social contern in thia country, It is impos-.’ . 
$ibte to guage the reletive impottance of the factors which may have been at work. 


But this much may be said with assurance: the 100 who did respond were a selected 
sample from within a selected sample. They were the most concerned, the most motivated 
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of the congregation. {It is known, for example, that al! ¥he members and all the somet ime 
attenders of the World Without War Committee, and almost al! their spouses, returned 
questbnraires. This alone introduces a heavy, demonstrate bias into the statistical 
-esults. Whereas such persons constitute perhaps 1.5% of the congregation, they account 


‘or upwards of 10% of the returned questPMmires: over 6 times their "correct" represent- 
ation. 


In short, the bias in the findings is consistently In the direction of such qualities as 
optimism and involvement. Persons who tend to feel hopeless about peace action, or any 


other kind of social action, tended not to bother to answer questions about peace and 
social action. 


And, of course, this survey tells nothing about the attitudes of other populations, To 
what extent do Unitarians in Berkeley share the attitudes of Unitarians in Contra Costa 
County? How about Unitarians in Los Angées? Other places? How about other religions: 
Methodists, Episcopalians, Catholics, Jews, Quakers? How about “opinion leaders?" How 
about the "man in the street?" 


The findings from our 100 respondents raise some very important questions, and suggest 
some very provocative hypotheses. But only after a questionmire of this general type 
were administered to other groups, and supplemented by more penetrating research methods, 
would it be possible to answer with greater finality the Big Questions: Why is it that 
people -- even those in a church with a long tradition of social concern and "engagement 
-- tend to feel, today, so alienated from the flow of war and peace and other events? Is: 
democracy, in any meaningful sense, possible under these conditions? What Is our society 
doing to people's morale? What is happening to human beings In suburbia? 


11 SOCIAL ISSUES: IMPORTANCE 
1. Introduction 
The questimmire began with the following introductory statement of purpose: 


“This questiamalre has been prepared by the World Without War subcommittee 
of the Mount Diablo Unitarian Church. Please fill it out as completely as 
you can. Your cooperation will be very helpful to the committee in planning 
Its activities. Depending on the success of this pretest a similar survey 
may be conducted statewide or even nationwide. IN ALL OF THESE QUESTIONS, 
PLEASE BEAR IN MIND THAT WHAT 1S WANTED IS YOUR OWN PERSONAL FEELINGS, AS 
CANDIDLY AS POSSIBLE, RATHER THAN THE WAY OTHER PEOPLE FEEL OR THE WAY YOU" 
THINK YOU SHOULD FEEL. THERE ARE NO “RIGHT™ OR “WRONG” ANSWERS.” 


The first substantive portion of the questismaire consisted of a listing of eleven 
“current social issues." The respondent was asked to "score each one according to how 
important you, personally, feel it Is: from { for Unimportant to 5 for Very Important," 
A few respondents failed to read these instructions, and thought they were asked to rank 
the issues in order, from most important to least important, Although there is no way 
to verify this, a few other respondents probably misunderstood the ineamctions and scored 
the issues opposite to the way intended: I.e., from 5 for unimportant to | for very 
important. Such contreterips are inevitable in a mail questianaire, no matter how simple 
and straightforward the inétructions, but there Is no reason to believe they were a 
serious source of error in this study. 


The issues were listed at random in order to avoid "halo effects" and "mental sets." 
in the following discussion, they are not necessarily taken up in the same sequence in 
which they appeared in the questionaire. : aha SEE aa ee Reh 


2. Civil Rights 
Table | 
IMPORTANCE OF CIVIL RIGHTS TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Total 

(Very important) 

(important) 

(Average) 

(Not very important) 

(Unimportant) 

(No answer) 


4, 
Editor's Comment: More respondénts said they considered this.social Issue important or 
very Important (4's and 5's), fewer felt It is, unimportant (1s and 2's), and fewer were 
“on the fence” (3's and blanks), than was:true of any other issue \Isted. 


This finding Is consistent with the fact that the only offical "stand" the congregation 
of the Mount Diablo Unitarian Church had ever taken on any social-political question was 
opposition to Proposition !4 in 1964, ! 


3. Civil Liberties 
Table 2 
IMPORTANCE OF CIVIL LIBERTIES TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Tota! 

(Very important) 

(Important) 

(Average) 

(Not very important) 

(Unimportant) 

(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: The number of persons who felt this is an important soc}a| issue was 
exceeded only by the number who gave that status to civil rights, population control, 

and U.S. foreign policy. There is reason to believe, from marginal comments, that some 
respondents thought civil liberities are the same thing as civil rights. No one volunteer 
ed any comments as to why he felt civil liberties are a major social issue, or whose 1 ib- 
erties he felt are in jeopardy. 


4, Population Limitatton 
Table 3 
IMPORTANCE OF POPULATION LIMITATION TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Very important) 50 
(Important) 14 
(Average) 12 
(Not very important) vy 
(Unimportant) 12 
(No answer) 5 


Editor's Comment: One of the methodological shortcomings of the study was that, in the 
limited space of a mai! questiomaire, it was impossible to define the terms and concepts 
used. For example, it was not possible to specify whether population control in the Gis 
or abroad was intended; the means to be employed; etc. Respondents might have had 
rather different things in mind, but in a study such as this, one must assume that there 
is at least a general sense which people have in common and which makes analysts possible. 
The combined total of those who thought population contro! is @ or detent octal prob- 
lem was exceeded only by those who felt this way about U.S. foreign policy and civil 
rights. But the total of those who thought population limitation was not a major soclal 
problem (scores of | and 2) was surprisingly large: as large or larger than was the 
cage In seven other issues listed. This seeming paradox was possible because the middle" 
‘group (3's and no answers) was much smaller than average. 


Among the respondents who thought population contro! an important problem were several 
who thought it extremely important, and indicated as much by voluntary comments. In 
terms of social effect, such persons might have influence beyond their numbers. One 
person, for example, wrote, “No (other) problem will be capable of solution without pop- 
ulation limitation." (Later, however, this same person indicated that he believed there 
was nothing he could do to influence this root problem.) 


Proposition 14, an amendment to the state constitution, initiated by the California 
Real Estate Association, declared that the state legislature should be disempowered 
from enacting any laws (such as "open housing" laws) concerning property owner's 
disposition of thelr property. The Proposition was approved by the electorate by a 
margin of approximately two-to-one. 


Bi 
5. Environmental Pollution 
Table 4 
IMPORTANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Very important) 40 
(Important) 18 
(Average) 22 
(Not very important) 8 
(Unimportant) 5 
(No answer) 7 


Editor's Comment: To NorthemCalifornians, this rubric may be presumed to embrace such 
issues as smog; pollution of Lake Tahoe and other water resources; the filling of San 
Francisco Bay: indiscriminate and unesthetic freeway construction; destruction of 
redwoods; etc. 


Although many respondents scored this issue"4" or "5", none was sufficiently moved to 
write in comments, such as those an a number of other issues. 


6. Poverty 
Table 5 
IMRORTANCE OF POVERTY TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Total 

(Very important) 

(Important) 

(Average) 

(Not very important) 

(Unimportant) 

{No answer) 


Editor's Comment: More respondents scored this "4" than any other issue, but only one- 
third scored TF "5". The combined total might be considered an acquiescence, although 
not in an overwhelming way, that the "War on Poverty” is worthwhile. The only committee 
of the Mount Diablo Unitarian Church having to do directly with a social Issue, other 
than the World Without War Committee, is concerned with “Economic Opportunity” -- |.e., 
poverty. No comments were volunteered. 


7. Agricultural Policy 
Table 6 
IMPORTANCE OF AGRICULTURAL POLICY TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Very important) 15 
(Important) 
(Average) 
(Not very important) 
(Unimportant) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: The wording of the questiommire indicated that this issue was ‘Intended 
fo Include fhe probtem of farm labor, which has been featured prominently in the Callf- 
ornia news for years,and particularly prominently during the period the survey was being 
conducted. (A major strike of agricultural workers. was taking place in the San Joaquin 
Valley.) Nevertheless, substantially fewer persons.considered this an important social 
tssue than any of the other ten on the list. It is not that most persons considered it 
unimportant -- there were fewer "I's" and "2's", for example, than was true of automation, 
disarmament, or foreign aid. Most consigned it to the bland middle ground. 
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8. Medical Care 
Table 7 


IMPORTANCE OF MEDICAL CARE TO RESPONDENTS FROM MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 
Responses Persons 


Total 
(Very important) 
(Important) 
(Average) 
(Not very Important) 
(Unimportant) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: An unusually large number of respondents preferred not to commit them- 
selves one way or the other on this issue. (The percentage of "fence-straddiers” was 
exceeded only by the percentage on agricultural policy.) This was perhaps due to the 
fact the question failed to specify medical care In its immediate, political aspects 
(e.g., "Medicare”), or medical care as a more general problem. The confuston was i?tus— 
srated by the person who asked, marginally, “This already passed, didn't it?” 


9. Technical Assistance to "Underdeveloped" Nations 
Table 8 
IMPORTANCE OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Total 

(Very important) 

(Important) 

(Average) 

(Not very important) 

(Un important) 

(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: This, of course, is a “peace-related issue.” But one should not con- 
clude, from the comparatively few persons who scored it "4" and "5" that respondents were 
indifferent to the aspirations of developing nations. There is reason to believe the 
lukewarm enthusiasm was due to the fact most respondents had bilateral aid in mind: the 
type that is bound up with power politics, and in which military "afd" is frequently co- 
mingled with non-military. If multilateral aid had been specified, responses would 
probably have been quite different. For example, one respondent scored this issue "5", 
but noted marginally that he was speaking only of “United Nations assistance.” 


10. Automation 
Table 9 
TMPORTANCE OF AUTOMATION TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Total 

(Very important) 

(Important) 

(Average) 

(Not very Important) 

(Unimportant) 

(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: One of the more surprising findings in the entire survey was the few 
respondents who thought automation was an important social issue (only 32%; next to 
agriculture, the lowest in the list of eleven), and the many respondents who thought 
automation was not an important social issue (the percentage of "I's" and "2's" substant- 
ially exceeded those for any other issue). 


This Is truly surprising in view of the prominence which automation is increasingly 
assuming in liberal-intellectua! thought -- a stream which one would have supposed 
Unitarians belong to. For example, Ferry and associates rank automation with civil 
rights and atomic weaponry as part of the "Triple Revolution.” Respondents to this 
questimnaire agreed on the importance of two of these -- but, for some reason, not the 
third. Perhaps it is relevant to note that very few of the respondents occupy the 
sorts of jobs that are threatened by automation. 


11. Dicarmament 
Table 10 
IMPORTANCE OF ee eens FROM MOUBZ -DIAELO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Tota! 
(Very Important) 
(important) 
(Average) 
(Not very Important) 
(Unimportant) 
{No answer) 


Editor*s Comment: This was another of the several directly peace-related issues !Isted. 
If Ts Somewhat Surprising that only a little over half the respondents considered it of 
major importance. Some of the possible explanations for this finding will emerge in 
later sections -- particularly Section V, "The Meaning of Peace." 


12. U.S. Foreign Policy 
Table II 
IwPORTANCE OF U.S. FOREIGN POLICY TO RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 

Total 

(Very important) 

(Important) 

(Average) 

(Not very important) 

(Unimportant) 

(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: The issue was posed in general terms rather than anything so specific 
as "U.S. policy in Viet Nam," or "U.S. policy in the Dominican Republic.” There is a 
certain loss of precision by such a method. it makes response difficult for the person 
who may feel one way about part of U.S. policy, but”a different way about another part. 
We can only reiterate that in a mail questimmire, sane ambiguities are unavoidable. If 
the survey had depended on depth interviews, it would never have been conducted at all. 


The number of persons who considered U.S. foreign policy a major social issue was exceed- 
ed only by the number of persons who scored civil rights"4” and "5", At a number of 
other points, in the tater discussion, we shal! examine related attitudes toward U.S. 
forelgn policy: whether respondents think it an aid or a hindrance to world peace; 
whether thay think anything can be done to change it; etc. 


13. Other Social Issues 


Our ltist of eleven social issues was intended to be illustrative, not definitive. 
Obviousty, no one could have anticipated one hundred people's feelings about what is 
important. Therefore, space was provided for respondents to write in other social 
issues about which they felt strongly. Only seventeen elected to do so. One person 
added three more issues: one added two; the rest mentioned only one. 


Seven persons mentioned education as being very important. Most did not indicate 
whether they were Interested in educational opportunity, quality, or some other aspect. 
But one person wrote at length: 

Expanded education for all ages. Economic assistance for worthy students 

in wider areas of studies than the "priority" fields. Expansion worldwide 

of libraries. Picture the sudden improvement Contra Costa libraries had -- 

it seemed "impossible" -- and envision the influence of such improvement 

were it happening worldwide... Libraries are perhaps a swifter, more 

sure move than increased schools. 


Two persons mentioned world government. (Many more commented on it later in the 
questiaaire, as we shall see.) One gave it a rating of 10, added three exclamation 
points, and wrote, "No point in working on any other problem unless the problem which 
should have #1 priority is solved." 


Two persons mentioned use of increased leisure time (others might have thought of this in 
connection with automation), and one each mentioned "urban dispersal," “fiscal policy," 
"property rights,” "beauty vs. blight" (this might have gone under environmental 
pollution), “decentralization in general," "training scientists to have human, not 
statistical or test tube feelings," and "domination of mass media by commercial ization 
and an entertainment-oriented society.” 


One person, In whom the questionmire evidently evoked a sense of ironic humor, wrote 
“spreading ‘Christianity '" and marked it "very unimportant." 


8. 
TIT. SOCIAL ISSUES: SUSCEPTIBILITY TO INFLUENCE 


The foregoing section has considerable intrinsic interest, but takes on its greatest in- 
terest and significance when viewed in conjunction with a follow-up series of questions. 
The two series were designed, indeed, as the two sides of a single coin. The follow-up 
series was introduced in this way: 


"Here Is the same list of social issues. This time, score each one 
according to whether or not you feel a person such as yourself can 
have any significant influence on its outcome: from | for Definitely 
Not susceptible To Influence to 5 for Definitely Susceptible To 
Influence." 


'f we find that people feel strongly that a social issue is crucial, but feel that 

there is nothing they can do about it, It would seem that we are on the track of a valu- 
able insight, bearing on the © questions with which this study began. Taking the eleven 
issues aS a whole, 54.4% of the respondents had indicated that they felt they were im- 
portant (4's and 5's), while only 17% thought they were unimportant . _ But when it 
comes to feelings about fhfluencing these issues, a very different picture emerges, . 
Taking the group of issuer as a whole, only 22% of the respondents felt able to influence 
the outcome, while 48% felt the issues were largely or entirely out of their hands. 


These averages, however, in the way of averages, hide important differences between In- 
dividual issues, and it is therefore to the individual issues that most of our attention 
will be directed. 


Civil Rights 
Table 12 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF CIVIL RIGHTS TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE , 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Definitely susceptible) 33 
(Susceptibie) 12 
(Uncertain) 235 
(Not susceptible) 17 
(Definitely susceptible) 8 
(No answer) 7 


Editor's Comment: In view of the changes which have demonstrably taken place in civil 
rights In the past ten years, it is difficult to see how the issue can be considered 
beyond the power of individual influence. Indeed, fewer respondents considered them- 
selves powerless on this issue than any other mentioned. There are probably more members 
of the congregation involved with civil rights -- membership in a local Fair Play Council, 
financial contributions, etc. -- than with any other social issue. There is an intriguing 
. '; relationship between believing something can be done, and actually doing something, 
to which we shall return at many points in this paper. But, even here, only a third 

feit the issue was definitely susceptible to influence, and 25% felt there was little 

or nothing they, personally, could do. 


2. Civil Liberties 


Table 13 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF CIVIL LIBERTIES TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


ReSponses Persons 
Total 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Average) 
(Not very susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 8 
(No answer) 10 


Editor's Comment: Putting the 4's and 5's together, nearly 40% of the respondents felt 
there was something they could do about civil liberties. As indicated earlier, there is 
some reason to doubt the validity of this finding, since some of the marginal comments 
suggested confusion between civil rights and civil liberties. In any event, these were 
the only two issues on which a plurality of respondents felt they could influence the 
outcome -- and, even in these issues, the number of persons who felt that way fell short 
of a majority. 


Liptay SPE oa 
3. Population Limitation 
Table 14 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF POPULATION CONTROL TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Definitely susceptible) 20 
(Susceptible) 3 
(Uncertain) 24 
{Not susceptible) 12 
(Definitely not susceptible) 28 
(No answer) 9 


Editor's Comment: From Table 3, we know that 64% of the respondents felt population 
contro! was a major social issue. Yet fewer than half that many felt they could have 
“any significant influence" on it. 40% were quite certain that they could have no In- 
fluence, and another 33% were doubtful. 


4. Environmental Poftution 
Table 15 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 17 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: 58% of the respondents had said that they feel this to be a significant 
social issue (Table 4), but considerably fewer than half that many registered the opinion 
that there was anything they could do to influence the resolution of the issue. 


5. Poverty 
Table 16 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF POVERTY TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE , 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: In Table 5, it was seen that three out of five respondents considered 
poverty an important social problem. But only one in five felt there was much if any- 
thing he could do about it. Presumably, all informants were aware that the Federal 
Government has, in effect, decided that something can be done about it, by declaring a 
"War on Poverty." What respondents seem to be saying, then, implicitly, is that even 
thoi.h they are paying for it, the "War on Poverty" does not involve them, has no place 
for them, is something waged by somebody else, somebody remote, somebody beyond .neach. 


6. Agricultural Policy 
Table 17 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF AGRICULTURAL POLICY (INCLUDING FARM LABOR) TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY RESPONDENTS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNTTARIAN CHURCH 
Responses Persons 
Totals ave & ., 100 
5 (Definitely susceptible) 9. 
_4 (Susceptible) __ «.. 9 
3 Uncertain) 5 Y 
Not susceptible) nee 2 
1 (Definitely not susceptible) 33 
~- (No answer) 10 
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Editor's Comment: In the question about the importance of agriculture and farm Tomar 
(see Table 6), there were unusually many “fence-straddters." But when it came to evaluaT~ 
ing the susceptibility of agricultural policy to one's own Influence, relatively few re- 
spondents took the equivocal middie position; about half as many, for example, as in 
the cases of U.S. foreign policy, civil rights civil liberties, poverty, or population 
limitation. An unusually high percentage of respondents felt agricultural policy was 
definitely beyond thefr control, The combined "I's and "2's" were exceeded in only one 
other Issue. (Note that this is not the same thing as saying the "4's" and "5's" -- 
persons who felt they could be of some influence -- were fewer than all! but one other 
issue. In thet respect, in fact, agriculture was In a median position: on five issues, 
respondents felt more "optimistic", on five, they felt less. The lack of correspondence 
between affirmative and negative scales is accounted for by the fluidity of the non- 
commital expressions.) 


The fact that 59% of the respondents felt powerless to do anything about agricultural 
policy, while only 18% felt there was anything they could do, is interesting in view of 
the objective fact that agricultural policy is peculiarly a creature of the government. 
The same cannot be said about several of the other issues mentioned: disarmament depends 
to an importnat extent on what other governments may or may not do; medical care depends 
to an Important extent on a particular profession, which does not pretend to be answer- 
able to any popular constituency; automation depends to an important extent on business 
corporations, which are not answerable to any popular constituency. But to find that 
people feel powerless to influence a social! issue which lies almost exclusively within 
the province’ of the government which represents them, raises serious questions. 


Incidentally, the matter of agriculture and agricultural labor is not so remote from 
these respondents as one might suppose. Remote psychologically perhaps, but not geo - 
graphically. Despite all the inroads of butIdozers and asphalt layers, there is still a 
good deal of agriculture in central Contra Costa County. The area has the best climate 
and soil for growing walnuts in the entire country. A "Walnut Festival" is still the 
leading annua! civic event in Walnut Creek, the home of the Mount Diablo Unitarian Church. 


7. Medical Care 
Table 18 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF MEDICAL CARE TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY MEMBERS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: I+ is perhaps even more curious that so few respondents felt there 

was anything they could do about medical care problems, and so many felt powerless, since 
this is an area in which, compared to most problems we have discussed, "experts," "“ad- 
ministrators,” and other Intermediaries are removed, and the recipient of services deals 
directly with the provider of services. A person cannot very well protest agricultural 
or farm fabor policy (for example), by “taking his trade elsewhere.’ He has to eat. 

But a person can-usually change doctors quite easily: if he doesn't like group practice 
prepayment plans, for example, he can go to private practioners -- or vice versa. 


8. Technical Assistance to Developing Nations 
Table 19 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY MEMBERS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


ithe 


Editor's Comment: There is the problem of ambiguity here, already noted in the dis- 
cussion of the Importance of this social issue (see Table 8). Are we talking about the 
kind of technical aid voted on annually by Congress, and given directly to a foreign 
country by the U.S.? Or are we talking about things jike the program of the World Health 
Organization? Whichever they had in mind, reciplents tended to feel the Issue was quite 
beyond their control. 


9. Automation 
Table 20 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF AUTOMATION TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY MEMBERS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Definitely susceptible) 9 
(Susceptible) 4 
(Uncertain) tt 
(Not susceptible) 12 
(Definitely not susceptible) 53 
(No answer) a 


Editor's Comment: The number of persons who felt there was something they might do about 
automation and its attendant problems was not quite so low as in the case of the two 
issues which follow. But there were fewer "fence-riders,"” with the result that there 
were more "J's" and "2's" than on any other issue. In other words, respondents tended to 
fee! overwhelmingly that the march of automation was beyond their power to control. Or, 
to put It another way, the great majority of this unusually enlightened and liberal re- 
ligious group tended to feel that machines are in the saddle, man is no longer the master, 
and there is nothing that can be done about it. 


10. Disarmament 
Table 21 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF DISARMAMENT TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY MEMBERS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: Of all the issues examined so far, this would seem to bear most dtrect~ 


ly on war and peace;,, of 
to influence this one. i$ %is a commentary on the nature of the Geneva Disarmament 
Conference which was meeting at the very time this survey was being conducted. 


oe of, all the issues examined so far, respondents felt teast able 


Il. U.S. Foreign Policy 
Table 22 


SUSCEPTIBILITY OF U.S. FOREIGN POLICY TO PERSONAL INFLUENCE, 
JUDGED BY MEMBERS OF MOUNT DIABLO UNITARIAN CHURCH 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 

(Definitely susceptible) 4 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: This brings us to the nadir. Among a hundred persons from the most 
Intelligent, best educated, most articulate, most successful stratum of the nation's pop- 
ulation, fewer than one out of ten felt that the foreign policy of his government is in 
any way susceptible to his influence. 


These respondents were well aware of the significance of U.S. foreign policy. It will 
be recalted that 77 per cent considered this to be a major social issue (see Table {1}. 
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It would not be an exaggeration to say that this country's foreign policy has more than a 
little to do with personal survival. So what our findings mean, in effect, is that tess 
than ten per cent of the most privileged’ persons in our society believe that they have 
anything to say, reatly, about whether they are going to tive or are going to die ina 
nuclear war. If this is true in a particularly advantaged population, the feelings of 
the weducated, the poor, the other disavantaged, can only be imagined. 


We shall return to this finding, again and again, in later sections of this analysis. 
12. Relationship Between Importance and Susceptibility to tnfluence 


By cross~-tabulations, it was possible to ascertain whether the same persons who felt an 
issue was important felt there was something they could do about it. This was not done 

in the cases of issues where there were very few persons in either group, because the ° 
numbers would be too smal! to impart any degree of statistical stability. As examples, 
therefore, civil rights and civil liberties were selected. There were substantial numbers 
of persons who felt both that these issues were important and susceptible to influence. 
Cross-tabulations, however, revealed that these were not necessarily the same persons. 


Table 23 


RESPONDENTS WHO CONSIDERED CIVIL RIGHTS VERY IMPORTANT, 
BY EXTENT TO WHICH THEY CONSIDERED CIVIL RIGHTS SUSCEPTIBLE TO INFLUENCE 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


Table 24 


RESPONDENTS WHO CONSIDERED CIVIL LIBERTIES VERY IMPORTANT, 
BY EXTENT TO WHICH THEY CONSIDERED CIVIL LIBERTIES SUSCEPTIBLE TO INFLUENCE 


Responses Persons 
Tota} 

(Definitely susceptible) 
(Susceptible) 
(Uncertain) ~ 
(Not susceptible) 
(Definitely not susceptible) 
(No answer) 


mOnm O0O~ 


{n both examples, fewer than half the persons who felt strongly about the importance of 
the issues felt strongly that there was something they could do to influence it. But, 
looking at the relationship from the other direction, most of the persons who felt they 
were able to influence social issues were also persons who felt those issues were very 
important: 26 out of 33 in the case of civil rights; 21 out of 24 in the case of civil 
liberties. 


13. General Comments 


Even the feelings of powerlessness reflected in Tables 12 - 22 are understated. There 
were several cases in which respondents, with a single swoop, marked every issue "4" or 
"5", as if to say, "After all, this is a democracy, and we're supposed to be able to 

have an influence." But this, of course, was not what the question was after. Most re- 
spondents took the pains to consider each issue, and their feelings toward it, and to 
register their feelings honestly, even though we may be sure that in many cases this is 
not the way thay would IIke to have felt. If every respondent had gone through this soul- 
searching, the extent of feelings of powerlessness would probably have proved even great- 


er. 
BH ORR HE OK SEE 


One person suggested that this was not a valid reflection of feelings of powerlessness, 
since a person might not want to influence the outcome of a particular issue. This 
objection becomes dubious when we consider the case, for example, of U.S. foreign policy, 
which people had indicated by their earlier answers they care about very much. And,even 
in the case of something like agricultural policy, which people had registered relatively 
little concern about, it should be noted that the second series of questions did not ask 
"would you like to be able to influence these issues," but asked, in so many words, 
“could you affect these issues, assuming you wanted to?" 


EHR HK HHH HR HK * 
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More respondents had difficulty answering the second series of questions than had 
difficulty answering the first. The number of "no answers"averaged about ten in the 
second series, compared to about six in the first. Several respondents wrote comments 
trying to verbalize their difficulty. For example: 


“} don't have any idea (about susceptibility to my influence)! 1 think 
if enough people make enough noise about something, something may be 
accomp! ished." 


"This Is so relative...The important thing is whether a particular 
individual has the will and ability and time." 


"Nationally, no. Locally, yes: ??” 


It seems likely that one of the reasons some respondents had particular trouble with 
this series is that it required them to face unfamiliar questions. It has probably not 
occurred to most Americans to reflect, consciously, on the extent to which events have 
slipped beyond their control. It is not, after all, a questiorm commonly raised by the 
decision-makers in our society. But it is a question worth raising. 


}1V. THE NATURE OF SOCIAL CHANGE 


Following the series of questions about feelings of ability to influence specific social 
issues, there was a somewhat related, but more abstract, series of four questions about 
the ways in which people feel societies may be changed. The Intent was not spelled out, 
but, in effect, we were saying. "You may not feel there is much you can do about social 
poti¢ies now, but do you feel that is a permanent state of affairs?” 


The introduction to this series of questions was: 


"Different people have different ideas about how’soclai change takes place. 
Foilowing are some of the viewpoints which some people hold. Score each one 
according to how you, personally, feel: from | for strongly Disagree to 5 

f for Strongly Agree." 


The four propositions are discussed here in the same sequence in which they appeared 
on the questiomaire. 


1. Evolutionary Change 


The first in this series of statements was: “Social change takes place primarily through 
a process of evolution so gradual that it is often not even recognized while it is going 
on.” 


Responses were as follows: 
Table 25 
AGREEMENT THAT SOCIETIES CHANGE PRIMARILY THROUGH GRADUAL CHANGE 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agree) 
(Equi vocal) 
(Tend to disagree) 
(Strongly disagree) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: The wording of this and the following question was deliberately de- 
signed to “force” the respondent to choose between the proposition that societies change 
through unplanned drift, and the proposition that societies change through purposeful 
human efforts. As we shall see in a moment, a number of respondents refused to be forced 
into this choice. But most did not object, and to this extent we have another index of 
feelings of alienation vs. its opposite. (It is an interesting indication of our social- 
psychological estate that our language does not even include a word to apply to persons 
who are “unalienated" -- who feel a sense of mastery over their lives, etc, Maslow has 
suggested "self-actualizing", but it can hardly be said to enjoy common currency.) 


Half the respondents agreed with the notion that social change is essentially blind, which 
would seem to be a way of saying, implicitly,that there is nothing they can do to make 
our society any better. It seems fair to go one step further in this interpret ation: 

if a person. believes there is nothing he can do to change society, then, presumably, he 
Is not even going to try. 
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2, Change Through Social movements 


The next proposition was: "Social change takes place primarily through reform movements 
that arouse a religious kind of zea! among their followers." 


This wording is perhaps unfortunate in that It emphasizes the emotional component of 
social movements rather than their rational (Ideological) component, {if the survey were 
repeated, it might be well to change this wording somewhat, and the results might be some- 
what different. From the present evidence, we can only say that substantially fewer re- 
spondents felt societies change through movements than disagreed with the concept of 
"social evolution" (35% vs. 19%). About a third, in each case, did not venture an opinion 
either way. 


Table 26 
AGREEMENT THAT SOCIETIES™CHANGE PRIMARILY THROUGH SOCIAL MOVEMENTS 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agree) 
(Equivocal ) 
(Tend to disagree) 
(Strongly disagree) 
(No answer) 


A number of respondents wrote in qualifying remarks, such as the fol lowing: 


"No, (l.e., societies do not change primarily through social movements.) 
But there are notable exceptions. Civil rights etc.’ 
Xe He HH HK 
"| do believe both processes are going on simultaneously, at any time, and 
often the first silently precedes the eruption of the second or follows it in a long 
mop-up operation... 
KKH HH * 
"The quiet evolution makes the times “ripe” for the reform movements. 
Bee) Se |e 
"It's true (i.e., soctal evolution) about the ripples, but not the great 
waves, Look at the Edsel. Look at the bomb shelters. Sometimes the public has 
Suddenly had enough and won't take any more." 
He H* HH HH 
"In the modern world, all kinds of social changes are constantly at work 
In a multitude of ways. Many changes are result of group action: others are result 
of technological developments anc are "non-directed.” 
NR RHE 
"This question Is nicely discussed in a recent Bulletin of the Atomic 
Scientists; the point is that at different times in any particular area, different 


methods are most effective." 
RH HHH KH * 


One respondent was emphatically negative toward the phrase "religious kind of zeal", but 
might well have agreed to the importance of social movements if "Intellectual fervor," 
or the equivalent, had been substituted. 


"Potential. social change can definitely be thwarted by advocates! "religious" 
zeal. ..,Real social change Into the roots is educatively produced. An enlarged exper 
tence communicates new factors to contradict deep “essential” fears before change Is 
supported. The fear will not change, really, when change is only forced by power... 
and not otherwise "experienced" as a need for change." 


3. The Power Elite 


The next statement in this series of four theoretical propositions was: "U.S. policy Is 
largely made by a power elite which manipulates public opinion." (The key phrase is 
drawn from the widely-read book by C. Wright Mills.) 


Table 27 


AGREEMENT THAT U.S. SOCIETY 1S CONTROLLED BY A "POWER ELITE" 

Responses Persons 

Total 100 

(Strofigly agree) 20 

(Tend to agree) 17 
(Equivocal ) 23 

(Tend to disagree) 9 

(Strongly disagree) 22 

(No answer) 9 
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This is, obviously, a highty "alienated" statement, put in a brutally direct way. It 
would not have been surprising if there had been a massive rejection of the statement, 
even by alienated people because they did not recognize or want to acknowledge their con- 
dition ~- I.e., were "out of touch” with their real feelings. But many of our respond- 
ents were more tough-minded and honest than that. Appreciably more persons agreed than 
disagreed that the decisions in this country tend to be made by an elite which manipul- 
ates the public into agreeing with what has already been decided. 


Again, it would seem an easy step, for one who believes that this is the state of things, 
to arrive at the conclusion that there is no point in the average citizen even trying 
to think or act for himself. 


4. The Next Generation 


The fast in this series of four propositions about social change was : "The only real 
hope lies in educating the next generation into different attitudes from this one." 


Table 28 
AGREEMENT THAT SOCIAL CHANGE RESTS WITH THE NEXT GENER#.~10N 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agree) 
(Equivocal ) 
(Tend to disagree) 
(Strongly disagree) 
(No answer) 


'# those who were uncertain are left out of the equation, nearly two-thirds of the in- 
formants (64.2%) agreed with this viewpoint. Some of thelr comments were as follows: 


"For real chdhge in an attitude towards a new idea, British scientists have 


found it takes 28 yearsor one generation tc produce significant change.” 
Boe Bows ee 


“For many of us, this is our chief contribution, and should not be underestimat- 


ed." 
eae OEE We ae 


A minority of the respondents recognized this proposition as another statement of alien- 
ation and powerlessness, and rejected it, with comments such as: 


"That's the worst buck-passing game of all. Kids only learn by example... 
What we want them to do, we'd better start doing." 
Ee ER EHH F 


"Some areas have to be explored, faced up to, and resolved today by this generat- 


* He HR HR KR H 


‘,.-we cannot afford to wait until the next generation is educated into different 
attitudes.” 
x HR 8 EN HE HR 
"A disgusting evasion of responsibility which, if widely practiced, will guar- 


antee there'!! be no "next generation. 
Sete oe) ae ee, (Oe ae 


5. Genera! Comments 


Several respondents were put off by the modifiers ("Primarity", "only", “largely") tn 
this series of questions. But, even so, the number who found themselves unable to answer 
was no larger than in other sections of the questbnreire. 


One »erson wrote, with disarming candor, "I don't know how social changes take place or 
ho: ‘1.5, policy is made!" (Nonetheless, this person answered every question.) Obviously, 
the cesigners of this questbnraire don't know either. Nobody -- not even the greatest 
scciclogists or political scientists or historians -- know. Societies are too variegated 
and iluid for anyone to grasp entirely, and ours is probably the most variegated and most 
fiu.u that has ever existed. 


But in order to function at all, in many dimensions, a person must have some ideas about 
quesi ions such as the ferégging: he must act as if he knows. Thus, to take only a part- 
icutarly crass example, to vote is to act as ie you betieve there is some point in It; 

not to vote is to act as if you believe there 1S no point in it. In a multitude of sub- 
tle ways, every day, every one of us acts on the basis of assumptions about ourselves and 
our efficacy, the nature of society, what is Important and what is unimportant, etc. 
There is no way to “opt out", even for the totally "beat" and disaffected who want to, 


because inaction is a kind of action. 


Thus, the question is not so much "How do societies really change?" or "Who really runs 
the United States?", but "What do you think about these questions?" For it is on the 
basis of what you think, that you will act -- elther in the form of acting or not acting. 


That was the basis for the questions’discussed in this section -- and, indeed, for the 
entire study. 


V. THE MEANING OF PEACE 


From this point on, the emphasis of the questiarrnire shifted from general social issues 
and theorfes ‘of social change to the specific issue of peace. But the term “peace”, by 
Itself, is so amorphous as to be almost meaningless without further definition. The 
sections of the questiomire dealing with peace, therefore, began with a series of seven 
questions about the meaning of the word "peace." This section was introduced in the 
following way: 


To different people, peace means different things, and requires 
different prerequisites. Following are some of the dimensions which 
some people believe are Important. Score each one according to how 
important you, personally, feel it is: from | for Unimportant to 5 
for Very Important. 


1. Disarmament 
Table 29 
IMPORTANCE OF DISARMAMENT TO "PEACE" 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Very important) 
(Rather important) 
(Equivocal ) 
(Rather unimportant) 
(Un important) 
(No answer) 


Respondents’ Comments: 


"}'m not convinced that armament serves its avowed purpose of 
"buying time' for the other objectives (world understanding, 
justice, law, etc.). | think it postpones them to no useful 
effect." 


* *¥ 8 RK H KH KH 


"Disarmament is unworkable unless within framework of world 


government.” 
RR HRRRHK EH HX 


"(Disarmament) is important but not attainable. Therefore, | 
mark it as |. If it were attainable, | would mark it 5. This 
may not seen logical, but are my thoughts nonetheless.” 


cM a ci A A Te 


Editor's Comment: Disarmament had already been included in the list of social issues in 
the first section of the questianaire (see Table 10). At that point, 54 per cent had 
indicated they considered disarmament an important social issue; 22 per cent considered 
it unimportant. Curiously enough, when disarmament was mentioned again, in the Context 
of peace, fewer respondents (47 per cent) viewed it as important, and more (26 per cent) 
viewed it as unimportant. 


This discrepancy cannot be accounted for with certainty. A hypothesis: in its first 
appearance, the concept of disarmament was listed in the midst of essentially domestic 
issues. Most respondents probably felt, in that context, they were speaking of disarma- 
ment by the United States (and, perhaps, other sovereign nations). In its second appear- 
ance, the concept of disarmament was included with a number of issues which transcend 
nationality. in this setting, a few respondents (enough to make the difference) might 
have felt they were being asked, "Should an international authority have arms, or should 
it, too, be disarmed?" As will become apparent at several subsequent points, many re- 
spondents looked with favor upon the notion of a supranatioral authority with police power 
There were very few absolute pacifists in this sample. 
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in short one might, in logic, be strongly in favor of disarmament by the United States 
and strongly opposed to disarmament by the United Nations. (The converse is also true.) 


2. World Understanding 


A second possible dimension of "peace" was expressed as "World understanding (e.g., Cul~ 
tural exchanges, travel, study, etc.)." 


Table 30 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Very important) 
(Rather important) 
(Equivocal) 
(Rather unimportant) 
(Unimportant) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: Respondents came closer to unanimity on this than on any other posi-~ 
tion. among the sixty or more in the entire questiomaire. 1# the non-commital are removed 
(there were fewer of them than on any other question), 93 per cent of those with an opin- 
ion were in favor of world understanding. 


It is axiomatic in survey work that any time a percentage this high is found, on anything, 
the variable being measured is probably not very meaningful. The chances that 93 per 

cent could agree on any definition are remote indeed. There is probably more to be learn-~ 
ed from the handful of dissents than from the bromidic 93 per cent. Witnesseth: 


Respondents! Comments: 


"They’s. (i.e., cultural exchanges, world travel, etc. ED.) are OK, but 
probably do more good than harm (but) the basic problem is a fail- 


ure of government with rea! power to knock heads together." 
EH 6 HO HE 


“Reople see only what they want. Usual cultural exchange meaning= 


less to participants and may emphasize differences." 
6K HE ERO 


"This stuff often gives me a pain. Used by many as an alibi to 


avoid the tough political tasks of real peacebuilding.’ 
EO HO E EE 


Pacifism 
Table 31 
IMPORTANCE OF PACIFISM TO "PEACE" 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Very important) 10 
(Rather important) 7 
{Equi vocal ) 25 
(Rather unimportant) 16 
(Unimportant) 36 
(No answer) 6 


Editor's Comment: Respondents tended to be considerably more dubious about the role of 
pacifism in world peace than they were about any of the other five concepts listed fn 


this section. 


Respondents! Comments : 


"No (pacifism is not important} but | have great respect for those 


who have an integrated pacifist philosophy." 
* *# HH HHH HH 


while | am a pacifist, |! find if | do not so announce my belief, 
discussions with others are much more productive. Pacifists are 
not well received -- their ideas must be put forth under a differ- 


ent label to be heard.” 
HH HH HR HH 


"Pacifists are often so busy making sure they bear no persona! 
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guilt for war-like.activities that they spend little concern 
for what could be an effective peace structure which could gain 
support." 


Economic Justice 
Table 32 
IMPORTANCE OF ECONOMIC JUSTICE TO "PEACE" 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Very important) 
(Rather important) 
(Equivocal ) 
(Rather unimportant) 
(Unimportant) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: What was meant here, although not specified, was “economic justice as 
between the "have', and 'have-not! nations.” Most respondents evidently understood what 
was intended, and/heavy majority agreed, in principle, on its importance. One wonders, 
however, what the responses might have been if various operational possibilities of 
"economic justice" had been specified: e.g., "a ten-year lowering of standards of living 
in the United States," or “support for revolutionary movements in various parts of the 
world." 


Respondents! Comments: 


"Social justice is meaningless without a basic minimum of peace -- 
not complete tranquility, but government strong enough to Inhibit 


the strong and protect the weak.” 
FH KR EH IEE 


"Very important -- but not socialistic justice, though." 
eee ERR ER RF X 


World Government 
Table 33 
IMPORTANCE OF WORLD GOVERNMENT TO "PEACE" 


Responses Persons 
Total 
(Very important) 
(Rather important) 
(Equl vocal ) 
(Rather unimportant) 
(Unimportant) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: 1|f those who were "on the fence," and those who did not answer are 
omitted, 81 per cent of the respondents felt that world government was a major requisite 
of world peace. 


There are many different visions of world government -- whether powers should be "maximal ' 
or "minimal"; whether voting should be by population or by some “weighted formula"; etc. 

We can only assume here, as at so many points in the survey, that respondents had at 

least roughly comparable ideas in mind: presumably, some sort of federal structure, with... 
some sort of defined powers to legislate, adjudicate, and enforce laws binding upon 
nations. 


A number of respondents felt unusually strongly about the need for world government and 
went to the trouble of writing in their opinions, not only at this point in the question- 
Maire, but at a number of other points as well. 


Respondents! Comments: 


",..nothing else will protect us in the long run, and | don't see 


how it will be any easier later than now." 
* HEN H HH HHH H 


"Strongly agree -- with power of purse and sword." 
9g 9 
Re HHH HHH HH 


ee 


"Unless there Is a strong central power to police troubled 
areas, each nation feels called upon to take seperate actton 


which leads to war. This is the situation In Viet Nam." 
* HK HR HH HR 


‘Effective international laws, world courts, forums, decisions 
on international problems that can be backed by some kind of 
force If necessary. |! would not favor a world government that 


has absolute power in areas other than keeping the peace." 
* HHH HK HER 


6. Democracy 
Table 34 
IMPORTANCE OF DEMOCRACY TO "PEACE" 


Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Very important) 24 
(Rather important) 14 
(Equivocal) 3\ 
(Rather unimportant) 9 
(Unimportant) 10 
(No answer) 12 


i—-NWHEYD 


Editor's Comment: An extraordinarily high percentage of respondents had difficulty 
answering this question: 43 per cent either scored it "3", registering neither agree~ 
ment nor disagreement, or did not answer it at all. This is considerably larger-than the 
number who believed democracy to have an important place in the achievement of peace. 

The confusion is understandable. Communist nations consider their forms of government 
“democratic. The Western nations call their parliamentary forms "democratic." Many 
other concepts are possible. Some respondents identified democracy with “sel f-deter- 
mination® -- including the right of people to choose totalitarian forms if they wish. 
Some of the sources of ambiguity are revealed in the comments below, 


There was a strong minority opinion that democracy, in the sense we usually understand 
it, is irrelevant to world peace, and insistence on it may, in fact, be a kind of Western 
chauvinism and an obstacle to peace. 


Respondents' Comments: 


Wega TUxXUTY. 
HERR KR HHS 


"The Important thing is popular sovereignty of all people 


-- but the governments don't necessarily have to be democratic." 
HR RR HH KR HEE 


"The process of democracy is important; not anyone's 


particular form of it." 
we oe * 4H KX HHH HK 


"Democracy for which countries?” 
* eH HHH KH 


7. Other 


A space was provided, and respondents were invited to write in any additional attributes 
or requisites of peace they considered important, Altogether ,nineteen persons did so. 
The additions were quite diversified. Three persons mentioned population control. (One 
called it "population limits.") Two persons mentioned the United Nations. Two mention ed 

education. Several returned, in one way or another, to the concept of world govern- 
ment. For example: 


"The main requisite is modification of blatant nationalism.i 
HHH KH RK KH 


"wortd understanding, economic justice, and democracy cannot 
be overlooked, but it would seem a framework for peace could 
be achiéved before these are resolved. Then improvement in 

these areas would help solidify the peace structure.’ 


Other Respondents! Comments : 


“"e€¢fective communication." 
x* HH KX KKH 
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“Openness toward others and other nations and respect for one- 
self is the dnly framework iin which a basic concern for the 
above (i.e., disarmament, world government, etc.) can have 


any meaning.” 
HH MH HR HH ER 


"Recognition by everyone that war is disastrous, This point 
of view is not widely held in any major country, and probably 


never has been." 
HR He RK HH KR H 


“We can have peace without any of these things, actually. What 
Is needed is a strong desire for peace by the world's people, 


(and) some organizing for peace Instead of war." 
HR HK HK KK HX 


“Development of an international language taught in all schools." 
HR HREHX HH RH € 


“Universal humanitarism,"™ 
*% %¥ HH RR H KH * 


VI. OBSTACLES TO PEACE 


The next section consisted of seven possible problems confronting the peace movement. 
This section opened with the following introduction: 

Different people have different ideas about what standsinm the 

way of world peace, and what handicaps the peace movement. 

Some of the obstacles and handicaps which have been suggest- 

ed are as follows. Score each one according to how serious 

you, personally, feel it is: from | for Not Serious to 5 

for Very Serious. 


Methodologically, this section left much to be desired. It was "loaded: it assumed 
that the respondent was sympathetic toward peace and the peace movement, and would there- 
fore be able to view putative obstacles within a matrix of "Seriousness." Furthermore, 

it was “double-barreled,” and even “triple-barreled." An obstacle to world peace is 

not necessarily the same thing as a handicap to the peace movement: and what handicaps 
the peace movement at the national tevel is not necessarily a problem at the local level, 
and vice versa. A number of respondents commented on this methodological defect. To 
have corrected it, however, would have required a substantially longer questionaire, and 
raised methodological problems of its own. 


The seven propositions are taken up here in the same order in which they appeared in the 
questiomaire. 


"McCarthyism" 
Table 35 
SERIOUSNESS OF “McCARTHYISM'’ AS AN OBSTACLE TO PEACE WORK 


Responses Persons 
{ ‘Notal™ : 
(Very serious) 
(Somewhat serious) 
(EquI vocal ) 
(Not very serious) 
(Not serlous) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comment: Among those who had an opinion, over 80 per cent felt that McCarthyism 
Wes still with us in 1965, and is a more or less serious problem to the peace movement. 


The question was intended to refer to criticism from outside the peace movement: “anyone 
who belongs to one of these peace groups must be a Red or a dupe," etc. It was not In- 
tended to refer to the controversy within the peace movement over ‘united front! activity. 
This subject is treated specifically and at length in Sections VI11-4 and VI11-6 (Tables 
52 and 53), below. There is no way of being certain that respondents construed the 
question In the way intended, however. 
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2. Complacencé in an "Affluent Society” 
Table 36 ee ok 
SERIOUSNESS OF COMPLACENCE AS AN OBSTACLE TO PEACE wORK 
Responses Persons 
Total 


(Very serious) 
(Rather serious) 
(Equivoeal) 

(Not very serious) 
(Not serious) 

(No answer) 


rPnNuALM 


“diton's comment: OF the seven possibilities listed in this section, general social 
5ness was considered the third most serious obstacle to peace, exceeded only by those 


' 


we shall take up in parts 6 and 7, below. 
3, "The System" 
Table 37 
SERIOUSNESS OF THE AMERICAN "SYSTEM* AS AN OBSTACLE TO PEACE WORK 

Responses Persons 

Total 100 

(Very serious) 9 

(Rather serious) 13 

(Equivocal) 13 

(Not very serious) 24 


(Not serious) 29 
(No answer) 12 


5 
4 
3 
2 
1 


3: "The system" is, of course, @ very vague phrase, and one skates on thin 

> interpretatively. The question was designed to yield a division of opinion on 
18 prepesition that the problem of peace is bound up with problems of production, mar- 
ots, "war profiteering," etc., and that there can be no peace until the entire system 
undergoes radical changes, bloodless or otherwise. This is the position of Students for 
a Democratic Society, and other groups in the New Left. ‘fhe system", in this usage, 
cefers essentially to economic mores and institutions, and all problems -- peace, race 
relations, whatever <= are ultimately referrable to it. (The Old Left, it would seem, 
is for the moment prepared to make its peace with capitalism and work within the 
Democratic Party.) 


Among upper-middle class respondents, who are indebted in many ways to the “American 


conomic system," it was hardly to have been expected that many would take what amounts 


to a revolutionary position in answer to this question. The surprising thing is that 
22 per cent did so. 


4. U. Se Foreign Policy 
Table 38 
SERIOUSNESS OF U. S. FOREIGN POLICY AS AN OBSTACLE TO PEACE 

Responses Persons 
Total 100 
(Very serious) 
(Rather serious) 
(Equivecal) 
(Not very serious) 


(Not serious) 
(No answer) 


“‘Sarnts comment: Over a third of the respondents did not venture an opinion on this 


question. Since the questionnaire wag anonymous, it is doubtful that they did this out 
of fear of government reprisal. More likely, the question was too ceneral. As indicated 
in earlier comments, it is quite possible;to consider the U. S. "right" in its policiesjin 
Igxvael,say,but wrong in Viet Nam, the Dominican Republic, or someplace else. Responses 
would no doubt have been different if specific situations had been mentioned. 


Of the respondents who took a position cn the general proposition, 63 per cent felt U. S. 
foreign policy is a hindrance rather than a help teword world peace. Even those who 
marked this question '1" or "2" were not necessarily registering enthusiastic support for 
U. S. policy. One such person wrote, 


"U, S. foreign policy does not contribute much to peace, 
but it is not a major impediment either, inasmuch as af a 
is largely a reaction to ... situations." 


In a real sense, tho feeling that American foreign policy is a roadblock to peace is a 
more "optimistic" position than the feeling that "the system" is to blame (see Table 37). 
To make "the ‘system" the villain of the peace leads easily to ennui and rationalizations 
about’ persénal powerlessness. You c°n't.beat-a system;,.it is just too big, too omni-~ 
present; it's like the wind, or somo other oreat natural force; you can't even get a 
handhold on it, much less hope to win over it. 


But "Foreign policy" is an opponent of more nearly humah proportions. It can be identified 
with real percons (the President, Sscretary of Stcts, Socretary of Defense, ete.). You 

can write letters to these persons; occ7sionclly you have en opportunity to vote for or 
against some of them; whereas you cannot: write letters to “the system", or vote it up or 
down. 


5. USSR Foreign Policy 
Table 39 

SEO TOHSNESS OF USSR FOREIGN POLICY AS AN ORSTACLE TO PEACE 
Responses Persons, 

Total 100 

(Very serious) i 25 

(Rather serious); 20 

(Equivocal) pets 

(Not very serious) : 6 


(Not serious): neath 
(No answer) 42 


oD 
4 
MK 
2 
1 


Editor's comment; It should be borme in mind that this question was posed and answered in 
October, 1965, bLofore the USSR played the peacomelor's role.in the India-Pakistan dispute 
(and, on the otho> hand, before it attempted to keep the Viet Nam war off the agenda of 
the United Nations, and before it playad a dubious role in the Middle East crisis of 1967). 


The number of equivocations on Unis proposition was, interestingly. enough, even greater 
than in the case:of U. S. foreign policy. This might. be interpreted as meaning that a 
plurality (42 por cent) of respondents were not.willing to be stampeded either by the 
"devil theory" of Communist power, or by its opposite, whatever that might be called. Of 
those respondents who did express an opinion, however, a very heavy majority -- 78 per 
cent -- felt that the foreign policy of the Soviet Union is an obstacle to world peace. 


6. China Foreign Policy 
Table 40 
SERIOUSNESS OF CHINA FOREIGN POLICY AS AN OBSTACLE TO PEACE 
Responses Persons 
Total 
(Very serious) 
(Rather serious) 
(Equivocal) 
(Not very serious) 


(Not serious) 
(No answer) 
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Editor's comment: This was included on the assumption that the "Big Three" of the moment -= 
i,e., the nations whose policies can do most for weal or woe in the world <= are the U. S., 
USSR, and China. In. the case of the third of these, the number of respondents' equivo= 
cations was substantially reduced, and the number of certainties was substantially increased 
-- on the emphatically negative side. 


A few respondents may have agreed with the person who wrote, "We don't really know the 
foreign policy of China, Get only distorted view, (such as) Newsweek," But over two-thirds 
indicated a clear opinion, and of these, 87 per cent felt the foreign policy of Communist 
China is a serious obstacle to the peace movement. 


It should be noted that no one was required to choose between the great powers, as to 
which was the most serious obstacle to peace. From the question which follows, it may be 
“udged, inferentially at least, that a great majority of respondents would have ob jected 
strenuously to any such requirement. 


7. Nationalism 
Table 41 
SERIOUSNESS OF NATIONALITY AS AN GBSTACLE TO PEACE 
Responses Persons 
Total 


5 (Very serious) 

4 (Rather serious) 

3 (Equivocal) 

2 (Not very serious) 

7 (Not serious) 

-. ("lo answer) 11 
cditer'ts comment. Thess wees overwhelming agreement -- 88 per cent of those with an opinion - 
Shac nationalism is a serious hendicap to world peace. This, it would seem, is a way of 
saving, in effect, "It isn't just U. S. foreign policy,..or. Soviet foreign policy, or 
eninese foreign policy; it's the survival of foreign policy as such." As one respondent 
wrote, "All foreign policies are forms of nationalism," 


Thc general agreement that nationalism is a serious obstacle to world peace is consistent 
ith the ceneral agreement previously noted (Table 33) that world government is requisite 
to peace. i 


8. Other 


Some of the comments entered by respo-dents at the conclusion of this section were as 
rollows: 


"Human motivation is most important because it is what ultimately results 
in all others," ‘ 


HHEKEX 


"The greatest obstacle to world peace seems to me to He the great barrier 
between the "haves" and the "have nots" of the world. People who have 
very little are willing to fight to get more. People who have a lot -~ 
such as us Americans == are willing to fight to keep from having it 

taken away -- and. they use generalizations like "freedom" and "democracy" 
to explain what they.are fighting for!" 


KHHEHHKH 


"Yiental-emotional distress in an affluent society -- i.e., people are 
not living satisfying lives; feel powerless, etc,"* 


HHKKKH 


* A different concept from the "complacence in an affluent society" ineluded in the 
 juestionnaire's listing of possibilities, Seems close ta Fromm's hypothesis that 


when people have nothing to live for, they may go to war as a kind of suicide-from- 
boredom. (Ed. Note.) 
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“ "Young, immature nations are a particular problem, It seems 
they frequently have to run a cycle of ‘feeling their oats,' 
and when they are armed with an aggrandizing ideology -and 
atomic weapons (Communist China), it's a fearful problem," 


KRKKEHK 


"Every kind of provincialism anywhere that ... causes any 
group to view humanity as their own small clan only oe. 
and teaches (them) to ruthlessly fear people .outside, 
People locked under Commtinist power are taught antiquated 
hatred and dishonest methods to power. Communism has most 
handicapped what the U. N. could have accomplished, but 
that accomplishment requires a moral common aim eee (The 
greatest obstacle to peace is) limited human experience 
with different (kinds of) human beings and thought." 


HRKKKE 


"Race hatred and frustration of rising expectations by lack 
of rational economic organization," 


nc respondent said, "Overpopulation <= primarily among the uneducated," but did not 
indicate whether the solution was to limit the numbers of the uneducated, or to educate 
them. Several other respondents spoke of education, if that term be broadly under- 
stood. For example, "I suspect that too much of the news we get is slanted to support 
U. S. policy -- especially re’ Viet Nam," 


Three respondents singled out religion of various non-Unitarian varieties, as an im- 
portant obstacle to world peace. For example: 


"Religion 18 a barrier- to understanding and action, It 
isn't recocnized as.a social issue, but it should be. 
Theré’ cannot be peace. and understanding until a common 
world outlook ‘exists, which many religions negate. E.Qe, 
property and fundamentalism are sacred to us, and at the 
root of anti-communism." 


iogion-ideology. Arab-Israel, Hindu-MNoslem, etc., 
itude toward world." 


Foux other respondents felt that ‘the principal roadblocks to the peace movement lay 
within the peace movement itself. One wrote, "Peace workers are largely talking’to each 
otho>." Another wrote: 


"Deace stands which try to ignore or deny unpleasant facts 

show the immaturity of their backers and discredit them 

with the people. Adults face up to problems, including un- 

pleasant ones," 
»O8i11 another:résnondent ‘laconically indicated that a major handicap to peace was, 
simply, "Pacificism." And Gne person, particularly hostile toward the peace movement 
_(and social teform efforts in’general), wrote: 


"..ethe threats to world peace (do not) lie within this country. 
The belief that they do is largely derived from the fact that 
this is the only country whose conduct the believer can hope 
to affect.... Many people have an emotional need ta magnify the 

- effect: of their actions and wishes on the world's. problems. 
liany oft thesé pecple need psychiatric help." 
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VII. TACTICS 


The next section of the questionnaire was introduced in this way: 


"Different people have different ideas about things which 
might be done to help the cause of world peace, Some 
possible types of activities follow. Score each one accord~ 
ing to how effective you,personally, think it tends to be: 
from 1 for Ineffective to 5 for Very Effective." 


This was followed by a list of seven types of tactics, and space to write in others. The 
seven are taken up here in descending order of endorsement, rather than the random order 
in which they appeared in the questionnaire. 


1. Organizational Liaison 


Table 42 
EFFECTIVENESS OF PEACE WORK “ITH ORGANIZATIONS 
Responses Persons 
Total 100 


(Very effective) 31 
(Rather effective) 24 
(Equivoeal) 16 
(Not very effective) 14 
(Ineffective) 5 
(No answer) 10 


Editor's comment: The full wording of this alternative was "working with organizations 
(churches, unions, etc.)." Wiethocologically, citing examples in this manner is risky. 
Some respondents will take full advantage of the "etc." to conjure up for themselves a 
whole list of other types of organizations: youth, student, professional, women's, 

civic, political, whatever. But some will not, and will answer the question as though 
it read only “working with churches and unions" <= which is quite a different question. 


A majority of respondents felt th.t working with organizations might be efficacious 
(i.e., scored it either 4 or 5) -- the only tactic to receive so hearty an endorsement. 


Respondents' comments: 
"Good as anything, better than some." 


HEHKKE 


"Effective, if you do not lose sight of objective by trying 
to please everyone," 


2. Working with Community Leaders 
Table 43 
EFFECTIVENESS OF PEACE WORK WITH COMMUNITY LEADERS 
Responses Persons 
Total 100 


(Very effective) 29 
(Rather effective) 18 
(Equivoecq]) 16 
(Not very effective) 17 
(Ineffective) 10 
(No answer ) 10 


Editor*s comment: The number of respondents who thought this tactic might be effective 
was exceeded only by those who endorsed organizational work. 3ut enthusiasm for this 
approach was less than overwhelming, as indicated by the fact that 4's and 5's came to 
less than a majority, and as indicated by the following respondents' comments. 


Respondents" comments: 
"I try it. I get discouraged." 


HHRKKH 


"Effective, but not to exclusicn of ordinary people. 
Turn Toward Peace*s mistake in emphasis, I feel." 


KRHHKE 


"In order to work with the leaders in a community one 
has to best his breast too often with assurance of 
patciotism, I have seen so-called peace leaders attack 
and alienate other peace workers because they were 
busy proving what ‘good patriots' they themselves are." 
3. Lobbying 
Table 44 
OF LOBBYING BY THE PEACE MOVEMENT 


Persons 


100 


thor effective) 


>A NNN 
Nwouwomod 


Pactive) 


Editor’ S comment. ths precise wofcing of this alternative was “lobbying in Washington, 
D. C.", on the assumption that that, rather than state or local seats of government, is 
where most of the crucial decisions affecting war and peace are mades 


Raspondent's commen: 


"Depends on how much strength is represented. Influence within parties 
p : 1p 
should come first," 


4. Mass Media 
Table 45 
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE'MASS WEDIA IN PEACE: WORK 
Responses Persons 
100 


ery effective) 23 
father effective) 149 

uivocal) 20 
(Not Very. effective) 17 
(Ineffective ) qe 
(No answer) 8 


”"nNnouwa mM 


Editor's comment: The full wording was "use of mass media (billboards, letters to 
editors, etc.)." Opinion was fairly evenly divided with neither the favorable nor the 
unfavorable nor the undecided having a majority, although the favorable had a plurality. 


No one felt strongly enough about this alternative, either positively or negatively, to 
volunteer a supplementary comment. 


aa 
5. Demonstrations 
Table 46 
EFFECTIVENESS OF PEACE DEMONSTRATIONS 
Responses Persons 
Total 100 


(Very effective) 6 
(Rather effoctive) 9 
(Equivocal) 30 
(Not very effective) 21 
(Ineffective) 23 
(No enswer) 11 


Editor's commen®: The full wording was "demonstrations, marches, rallies" -- 4 category 
which would also incluz2 toach-ins end the like. It should not be confused with sit-ins 
and other "illegal" exprcesions, which are discussed elsewhere (see Table 48, below). 


At this point, affirmative opinions dropped off precipitously: from 42 per cent in the 
previous alternative, to 15 per cent. The difference of 27 per cent, however, does not 
all appear in the "disapproving" gzoup. An unusually high proportion of respondents -- 
41 per cent -- had ovidontly not yet made up their minds about the effectiveness or in- 
effectiveness of macs ccomonstraticons. 


Respondents! comments: 


"Yes (these can be effective), but only when the situation 
is deenczate and political meane have failed -- as now," 


HHEKKE 


"Demonstrations .«.. have been overused in the last few 
years and a>e now having, in some cases, the opposite 
effect. cf that desired." 


it A 8 


can oive an indication of a growing discontent -- 
but often have the result of alienating many people who 
would be in favor of the ends but object to the means. 
There are many conservatives who are working with con- 
viction and often very effectively for peace, and liberals 
are too few in number not to appreciate and encourage 
these people." 


6. Peace Candidates 
Table 47 
ErrcoriveweSS OF RUNNING INDEPENDENT "PEACE CANDIDATES" 
Recrcdnses Persons 
Total 
(Very effective) 
(Rether effective) 
(Equivocal) 
(Not very effective) 


(Ineffective) 
(No answer) 


Editor's Comments The wesdings “SP this’ cftcsn:' tus osecified "independent" peace candi- 


ee 


dates -- which wor” .Lc,.ded to mean, “outside the two-party system if necessary." 


Even though this is, objectively, a more orthodox ~- i.e., strictly political -- tactic 
than mass demonstrations, respondents viewed it even more skeptically than they viewed 
mass demonstrations, and nearly as skeptically as they viewed anything in the entire 
questionnaire. 


26 


Further research would be recuized to eccertain just what respondents had in mind when 
they enswered this question, and why they took such a profoundly bilious view of this 
form of political action, I? the study had boen cencucted in 1966 rather than 1965, 
would they have disapproved of the candidecies of Robort! Scheer, Edward Keating, and 
other peace candidates -- even though they took place within the framework of the two- 
party system? Would they consider Senator Eugene NicCarthy an "independent" candidate 
in 1968, and therefore "ineffective" -- or would they reserve such attitudes for the 
Peace and Freedom Party? SnAe cannot be sure, 


Resnondents' comments: 
" £ Lf ' 1 a |} ‘ a) " 1 
Ineffectiva. 2ek what henpened to Wallace, 


KRENEK 


"They often have an effect, even whon thoy lose, if they're reasonably 
articulate and net kooks." ‘ 


7. Civil Disebedisnca 
Table 48 
EFFECTIVENESS OF CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE BY ‘THE PEACE MOVEMENT 
Responses Persons 
tal 100 


(Very effective) 
(Pother of fective) 
(Eqguivocal) 

(Not very effective) 
(Ineffective) 

(No answer) 


eGitor's comment: There ws sccccely anything in the <.lire questionnaire on which re- 
spondents were so nearly unanimous as their disapnrsabation of civil disobedience in the 
re1ce movement. Perhaps the issue was prejudiced somewhat by the illustrations which 

vere mentioned in the wording of the question ("draft refusal, blocking troop trains, etc."). 
.ess emotionally charged forms of civil disobedience, such as withholding a certain per- 
centage of one's income tax, would perhaps have elicited fewer negative responses. But, 

even so, the tenor of opinion seoms unequivocal. (See, also, respondents! added comments, 
below.) i 


Interestingly enouch; “this same oseaup of respondents; in which only 7 ‘out of 100 had a 
good word to say for civil disobedience in the peace context, had, on previous questions, 
registered tremendous sympathy with the civil rights movement, which, at the time of the 
study, was closely identified with non-violent resistance and non=cooperation. Perhaps 
the inconsistency is more epnarent than real, Perhaps if follow-up interviews were con- 
ducted it might be found that these respondents felt the civil rights movement had been 

“fective despite its use of civil disobedience, rathor than because of it, Or it might 
be found that they conceive the political context of » - work to be different in some 
essential respect from the context of civil rights work. 


Respondents! comments: 


"Civil disobedience hurts more than helps any cause 
because it flaunts law and law is the basis of an 
ordered society." : 


KRERNEK 


"Civil disobedicnce, such as (the: Vietnam Day Committee), 2 
offers nothing except fuel for the Communist propaganda 
machine and builds an internal hatred within the American 
society." vee 


Considering’ the time dt which thisvstudy was conducted, reference was presumably to 
Henry Wallace rather than Gao:ge Wallace. ae : 


A Berkeley=based ad hoc group which, at the time of this survey, had just had a con- 
frontation with the Oskland police and Hell's Anrais, 
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"I am symprthetic with civil disobedience but I believe 
it has a negative effect." 


KEHHEE 


"I can understand tantrum tactics better from the 
childlike than from educated adults. Tantrums may 
‘work,’ but aren't admirable. fiiarches, etc., are 
all right." 


8. Other Forms of Peace Action 


Respondents were given the opportunity to add anything they wished to the list of seven 
peace tactics. Twenty-one persons did so. 


Two respondents mentioned the U. S. Peace Corps favorably. Another wrote, "Peace Corps 
type of action frem all advanced nations. Help to other nations without political strings 
attached. Higher standards of living through education and money must be world wide." 
Four others mentionc:) education in one form or another, including one person who wrote: 


"Every form of psople-to-people acquaintance <-- direct 
or indirect (such as TV interviews) give opportunity 
to see and learn (all) sides .... Working together of 
idifferent*® types on !.. 'neutral' needed projects, 
2 respect comes from more work satisfaction than 
h similarities emphasized more than differences, 
holp people like ‘different’ people." 


Some other proposals: 
"New charismatic leadership. You've got to go beyond 
existing leaders, who are not going to vote themselves 
out of existence. If only people like Fromm and Goodman 


were better public speakers!" 


KHKKKEE 


make people in all nations.to 
is abhorrent as murdering in our 
basis." 


"Rational economic development throughout the world." 


HHEHRHKE 


"Elect non-extremist representatives." 


KKK 


Support U. N. 


Finally, ‘there wete'a number of respondents who took an essentially introspective 
position on this question (and on others as well). For example: 


"T think thece answers may reflect more what it does 


for me than for the changes hoped for in the general 


—— L 
society." 


"Dersonal confrontation." 


KKKKHKHE 


"Individual effort on himself." 


"For myself, I deeply believe I can only help by 
becoming a more honest and mature person so that 
whatcver I do is not vitiated by my unconscious needs." 
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9. Editor's Summary Comments 


This entire section was highly colored, no doubt, by the fact that the overwhelming ma jori- 
ty of respondents had already, in an earlisr section of the questionnaire, gone on record 
as believing there was nothing they could do about issues such as disarmament and U. S. 
foreign policy. Perhaps the’ listing of seven concrete types of peace action forced some 
rethinking of this assumption. Or, perhaps, respondents were gauging these seven tactics 
from an academic perspective: as things which somebody else might do. tithout further 
study, there is no way of knowing whether respondents had’ in mind, "If I went in to talk 
with my. congressman,, would it be effective?" or "If everyone else on this block went in 

to talk with their congressman, would it be effective?" 


One of the most intriguing findings in this section was the dramatic polarization between 
attitudes toward. "conventional" and "unconventional" forms of social action. A minimum 
of 42 per cent of the respondents, ranging up to, 55 per cent, indicated that the four 
conventional tactics listed -- working with community leaders, working with organizations, 
lobbying, and using the mass media -- were likely to be effective. A maximum of 15 per 
cont, ranging down to 7 per cent, felt that the three unconventional tactics -- mass 
demonstrations, independent peace candidates, and civil disobedience -- were likely to be 
effective. 


It would seem that this might be interpreted as @ ‘vote of confidence in existing channels 
and mechanisms for social change. But it seems a peculiarly empty vote of confidence 
when viewed in the light of other responses, such as those in Tables 21 and 22, which 
indicate unmistakeably that most respondents felt personally powerless. It is difficult 
to interpret such feelings of powerlessness except as a vote of no confidence in exist- 
ing channels of expression. 


In short, a heavy majority of respondents to this questionnaire (and Americans in general?) 
appear trapped in a double-bind. hen it comes down from theory to personal cases (i.e., 
their own cases), they believe that the copybook maxims, the conventional avenues of citi- 
zen participation in a democracy, thave . br.oken down and become largely meaningless. And 
yet they still "believe in" these avenues, in some abstract sense, and cannot bring them- 
seives to seek out new alternatives, or to approve of others who are engaged in the search 
for new alternatives. 


It is interesting to note, too, that among this Unitarian group, support went to the 

peace tactics which, in effect, place the responsibility with someone else: with opinion 
leaders, community organizations of one sort or another, newspaper editors, or professional 
lobbyists, Support was withheld from tactics which require the individual to make him- 
calf conspicuous, to take a highly personal kind of responsibility, to put himself squarely 
on the line, to risk any real jeopardy. Not only that, but there is a very considerable 
rosentment of persons who have a different conception of social change, and who are taking 
chances, making themselves conspicuous, "placing their bodies on the levers and gears sieuie 


Finally, it is surely noteworthy that there should prove to be so much underlying con- 
servatism and caution in a group which considers itself in the vanguard of most of the 
rest of society in its thinking about social issues and flux. Jf this self-conception 
of Unitarians is correct, the findings of the present study suggest that the peace move- 
ment and other social movements have even further to go than they may have thought. If 
Unitarians' conception of themselves is incorrect ...., that is a subject for another 
study. 


VIII. LEFT, RIGHT, AND MIDDLE 


The next section of the questionnaire coneisted of seven statements; representing 2 wide 
variety of political and ideological stances, and introduced in the following way: 


‘Were ape some miscellaneous points of view, held by seme 
people. Score each one according to how yous personally, 
feel about it: from i fcr Strengly Disagree to 5 for 
Strongly Agree:" 


In the following discussion, these statements are taken up in the same order in which 
they appeared in the questionnaire. 


1, Unilateral Disarmament 
Table 49 
AGREEMENT AS TO DESIRABILITY OF UNILATERAL DISARNANMENT SY THE Ue Se 
Responses Persons 
Total 100 


(Strongly “ores 7 
(Tend to 2c 5 
(Equivoc: *.) 44 
(Tend to divaor 12 
(Strongly cis } 56 
(Ne angewer) 9 


’ mnent: In view of the > ses to every more or less "radical" alternative 
earlier in the questionnaire, it is h~rdly surprising that respondents overwhelmingly 
rejected the proposition tht, "It weuld be a good idea for the United States to disarm 
unilaterally." 


The relative handful of persons whe encsmered with "4is" or "5's" tended to interpret the 
proposition as implying unilateral. int *)ocive rather than complete and unqualified dis- 
armament. If this point hac been cier.riod + if, for example, the statement had tead, 
"It would be @ good idea for the United States to destroy 25 per cent of ite atomic hombs, 
whether or not other atomic powses agzc2 to co the same" -=- the spread of responses would 
perhaps have been somewhat different 


It should be noted that, througheut this soction, nothing is said about the feasibility 
of any of the propositions, but only ‘heir desirability. 


Respandent's comments: 


"Possibly some disarmament; such as cutting down the size of 
the atom bomb stcckrile which ics far more than needed to 
destroy most of the warld," 


"It would be a very good idea for the U. S. to Begin eves 
We should staré." 


HHKHEEE 


"It would be great if it were possible to trust communist 
promises to disarm -- if there were such promises.e Commu- 
nism would have to chango beyond recognition to do it." 


5 


5 Peceeful Coexistence Ce 


tween Camnuniem and Non-Communism 


Tabis 50 


AGREEMENT AS TO IMPOSSIBILITY OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE 


Responses 
Total 


(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agrec) 
(Equivocal) 
(Tend to disagres 
(Strongiy dis 

(No answer.) 


The preciss statcion 
peece betwean Communi 


‘cing at tha oppocite 
icoted it as enchatically 


19% rule out the possibility that 


S possibly have been somewhat cif 


andent?s comment? 


there can be coexist 


AGREEMENT WITH THE PO! ICY OF 
Responses 
Total 


(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agree) 
(Equivocel) 

(Tend to disagree) 
(Strongly disagree) 
(No answer ) 


*s comment: 


ELEN » 


Persons 


100 


3 petple were asked to respond was, "There 
n-Communist countries." This may be 
jectrum from the previous proposition, 
sched the concept of unilateral dis- 


the juxtaposition of these statements affected 
esponses -- ieee, persons, having rejected 
to be "even=handed", If there had been s 


the first, may have felt under some obli- 
yveral intervenZng statements, the results 


As an economic system, 
conquering religion, no." 


sh Strength 


THROUGH ARMED STRENGTH" 


Persons 


The proposition was, “Peace can only be negotiated from a position of 


-ength." This is the curront eporating policy of the United States, and 


equently snunciated@in practically 
sermon for that policy. 


overwhelming rejecticns of px 
F points throughout the ques 


or 
mi 

s to approve this "“pespectable," ongoing S 
ny disapnroved as. aprroveds 


One may wonder, 
"cov 


thoee same words by the President and other 


"deviant" positions, observed at 
might have expected the majority of 
- policy. ‘But, in fact, nearly 


if they reject this "middle" position, along with the more extreme "hawk " 
e" positions, what peace policy do Diebio Valley Unitarians approve? By impli- 


ation, from the answers to previous questions, one gathers that the majority tend to 
favor a policy of multilateral force, with transfer of peacekeeping functions from 
covereign nations to an international body such as the United Nations. 


= 33 = 
4, Rejection of Totalitarianism 


Table 52 


AGREEMENT THAT PEACE WORK SHOULD INCLUDE REJECTION OF TOTALITARIANISM 


Responses ‘ Persons 
Total 2.400 


(Strongly agree) 32 
(Tend to agree) 12 
(Equivocal) 13 
(Tend -to:-disagree) 16 
(Strongly disagree) 18 
(No. answer ) 9 


Editor's comment: The: full-wording was, "At the same time that it takes specific peace 
stands, the peace movem-nt should take stands: against totalitarianism and in favor of 

democracy." This and the next statement (discussed telow) were included as a direct 
consequence of the fact that,peace groups in Northern California have for years been 
vexed by the problem of “united frent" activity. Some groups, such as omen for Peace, 
and the Vietnam Day Committee, have followed a policy of "non-exclusion." That is, any- 
one who could agree on a certain limited objective -- such as opposition to nuclear 
testing, or opposition to U. S. policy in Vietnam -- was welcome to take part in the 
organization's activitios, regardless of differences in other values. Thus Naaists, 
Trotskyists, Fidelistas, and other revolutionists might plan 4 peace march cheek=to-jowl 
with democratic socialists,:pacifists,; liberal and moderate Democrats, and perhaps even 
a Republican or two; with no questions asked. r 


One organization, however -= originally called Acts for Peace, then Turn Toward Peace! == 
has consistently questioned the .widsom‘of this policy. The TTP Policy Framework includes 
the following statement: 


"There are in the U. S. and in other parts of the world, 
groups that define peace simply as getting rid of war 

and .do-not make explicit.ds part of their policy a con= 
cern fer comocratic values. Theres are also peace efforts 
which tend to rationalize consistently and uncritically 
the policies of the Communist world. %oth types of effort 
can ‘be confused with ours because all use the label’ 
"Deace." We agree therefore that we will -- in our policy, 
our work, our choice of affiliates and leadership -- dis- 
cuss openly and make clear two things: first, that our 
definition of peace includes ths preservation of democ- 
rec. values and. the rejection of totalitarianism; second, 
how the TTP position differs from those efforts which in 
the name of peace rationalize the totalitarian or military 
policies of any government." 


The TTP position,has become closely identified, in many people's minds’, with one person, 
Robert Pickus, founder of Acts for Peace, and West Coast Executive Director of Turn 
Toward Peace. It is no secret that herd feelings exist between peace groups with the 
two points of view. There have been splits, regroupings, and resplits over this issue. 


Neither Turn Toward Peace, nor any other ‘peace’ organization, was specifically identified 
anywhere in the questionnaire. But when respondents were confronted with a statement 
roughly approximating (and necessarily oversimplifying) the TTP position, 44 per cent 
agreed, 34 per cent disagreed, and 22 percent expressed no clear opinion. This division 
was one of the closest in the entire questionnaire, and, in a sense, demonstrates why the 
issue has proved so vexing to the peace movement in the Bay Area, People really are 
divided, and there is no:glossing over that fact. Furthermore, they tend to feel strongly 
about their positions; they tend to feel this difference of opinion is basic and irrecon- 
cilable, rather than a’matter for discussion and compromise. 


TT 


} 


1 And stiil more recently, Council for a orld Without Wars At the time of this study, 
it was known as Turn*Toward Peace (TTP), and that nomenclature will be used here. 


- %- 
Respondents’ comments: 


"Should take stands against totalitarianism, but 
say that democracy is the only alternative." 


HHRHKEE 


"I buy Pickus mostly, although sometimes I think he 
gets so pure that hell won*t have ‘im," 


HREKKER 


"I would like to see republics or democracies, but 

not yet being perfect ourselves, I wonder if we can 
assume to dictate to other forms of government if 

they show any signs of morally working out their own 
destinies.e.. In other countries, and hecause the UN 
hasn't ‘grown’ well, I rather encourage helping wherever 
we have a legitimate excuse to believe our help is want- 
ed towards freedom but it is touchy ground whether or 
not we have a right to do it." 


KEERERE 


"I don’t believe a movement whese main cencern is peace 
between nations should be attacking the internal structure 

of any country. I am against totalitarianism and in favor 

of democracy if "democracy! is defined as individual freedoms 
and liberties and a responsibility .to one's fellow man.ee. I 
am not in favor of ‘democracy’ if it, is defined as majority 
rule or as free capitalistic enterprise!" 


EREEREE 


"Any ‘extra’ stands.taken by peace movements may tend 
.to narrow the base of support. First things first." 


HEKEEKERE 


"This is like telling people what religion to practice." 


HREEHEE 


"This is necessary tactically, even if it is irrelevant 
to. the question of peace, Dictatorships can be peaceful 
even if distasteful." 


RHEHEKHKEHEE 


",.ePeace need not be associated with any political system. 
It is more important than any political or economic system." 


§. "Red=Baiting" 


Table 53 


AGREENENT THAT ANTI-TOTALITARIAN STANDS HURT THE PEACE MOVEMENT 


Responses Persons 


_ Total 


(Strongly agres) 
(Tend to agree) 
(Equivocal ) 

(Tend to disagree) 
(Strongly disagree) 
(No answer ) 


Editor*s comment: The precise wording of the proposition was, “Anti-totalitarian and 
pro-democracy stands by the peace movement are ‘red=baiting,* irrelevant, divisive, and 
tend to make the mavement an apologist for U. S. policy." This, it is believed, is a 
fair summation of the criticism of Turn Toward Peace, 


is 35m 


It wauld seem, legiesally, that this proposition constitutes the opposite side of the coin 
from the previous proposition, and that persons who expressed agreement in Table.52 would 
_be found among the dissidents in Table 53, and vice versa, But, for some reason, this 
proved not to be the case. Substantially more respondents disagreed with the"anti-TTP" 
statement than agreed’ Ee? : f 

with the "TTP" position. Only 44 per cent felt the peace movement should re ject totali- 
tarianism, but 58 per cent disagreed that the rejection of totalitarianism gives aid and 
‘comfort to witch=hunters, the State Department, etc. Thirty-four per cent felt. thatthe 
peace movement should not take anti-totalitarian stands, but only 16 per cent felt such 
stands actually harm the movement. One may hypothesize that the other eighteen per. cent 
were not so much opposed to anti-totalitarian stands as indifferent to them, viewing them 
as extraneous «= as they might view, for example, a stand by a peace group on the busing 
of school children, or the unionization of agricultural ‘workers. 


Respondents*® comments: 


"The kind of anti-totalitarian attacks that TTP has been 
making tend to confuse the whole struggle for peace, as 
they set themselves up as judges of other peace groups. 
They openly condemn anything they disagree with,.and fur- 
ther confuse the people by negativism," 


HHEKKKH 


"Depends. One man's anti-totalitarianism may be communi- 
cated as outetotalitarianing the totalitarians,.." 


HHEHKEE 


"Pro-democracy doesn't mean red-baiting.” 


KREKKEHH 


_"I think it highly important that the peace movement 
not inadvertently aid Communist goals." 


HHH 


"Tt isa good attitude, but bad official policy (for 
a peace group)." 


HHEKHHKH 


"T -believe most of ‘the socialist vs. capitalism 
jorientations are phony ‘and ‘stand in the way of 
, sensitivity to reality. -These are ‘religions! 
and not rational nor particularly important." 


6. "Leave It to the Experts" 


Table 54 


AGREEWIENT THAT PEACE PROBLEMS ARE TOO COMPLEX FOR THE’ LAYMAN 


toy 
bit 


Responses Persons 
Total 400 


, (Strongly agree) 6 
(Tend to agree) i 6 
(Equivecal) 16 
(Tend to disagree) eos 16 
(Strongly disagree) 52 
(No answer) 4 


Editor's comment: The wording was, "The whole question of war and peace and foreign 
policy is too complex for anyone but an expert to understand ahd act on intelligently." 


This, in effect, returns us to a dimension explored in various ways earlier in the 
questionnaire: to what extent do people feel powerless, impotent, alienated? In Table. 22, 
we saw that respondents overwhelmingly doubted that they could have any influence on tha 
issues of war and peace. Now we see, in Table 54, that they reject almost as overwhelm- 
ingly the proposition that these issues are too complex for them to understand. They 
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‘ 


appear to be ejecting emphatically the doctrine voiced by many congressmen and senators 


and. others: "The President has accees to information that 1 don't, so therefore I have 
to support whatever he decides." 


iihat we seem to have, then, is this situation: our respondents have no doubt. that they 
are competent; but they have profound doubts that there are ways available for them to 
bring their competence to bear on this most important. of social problems, This would 


appear to be a situation of extraordinary peyanaiogscel frustration and potential ex- 
plosiveness, | 


7. The Ultimate Alienation 
Table 55 
AGREEMENT THAT U. S. SOCIETY IS NOT WORTH REFORMING 
" Reeponses : Persons 
Total 


(Strongly agree) 
(Tend to agze’) 
(Equivesal) 

(Tend to.disagree) 
(Strongly dis<gree) 
(No answer) 


Editor's comment: The final proposition in. the list of seven was, "This; society is not 
worth even trying to reform." Such extreme disqust -- an ultimate kind of alienation -- 
is probably not uncommon in certain bohemian and radical circles. For our present pur- 
poses, the important thing about this point of view is its corollary: if you believe 
something is not worth doings logically: you are. not, going to try to do; it. Utter re- 
vulsion with American socicty is a cause (or is.it an effect?) of apoliticalism. 


In theory, one could believe that this society.is not worth reforming, and at the 

same time be a political ectivist: a revoluticnary, working for total overthrow, as 
distinguished from "reform." But not many people have the; stamina, or whatever it takes, 
to work without any roots in this time and place. Much more commonly, it would seem, 
total revulsion is the handmaiden of total inaction. 


The notion that U. S. socioty is not worth even trying to reform is somewhat related to 
an earlier proposition (see Table 37) in. which the whole "system" was. blamed for the 
troubles we are in. Somewhat surprisingly, 22 per cent of the respondents agreed with 
that postulate, but very few were prepared to go to, the next, and lasty. step; that this 
system is so rotten that it is, beyond, -hape of reform,.,., Fewer. respondents, in fact, agreed 
with this statement of ultimate alienation than with any statement in the questionnaire: 
Fewer than the number who considered.U. S.; foreign policy, amenable to influence by ordi- 
nary citizens; fewer than those tho considered civil disobedience effective. 


One respondent boggled, and refused to react to this proposition at all, calling it 
"an absurd statement." » What ,is; cbsurd.to,a suburban, Unitarian, However,’ may make perfect 
sense to a "Black Panther" or "hippie." Another informant added the following observation. 
Respondent's comment: 
if Fl | 

"Patriotism includes honest searching of our own nation's 

actions and justifications, yet operates within the fine 

institutions we have, without casting disrespeet. upon our 

nation's: progress thus far just berause’ § Wwe still have, 

immense problems to solveoe." (ag t anet 


= UO 
IX, OTHER COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS 


The questionnaire ended by affording respondents the chance to record “any other 
comments on this questionneire or its contents." Thirty persons availed themselves 
of this ppportunity. The comments are here divided into those which were primarily 
methodological (having to do with the design of the questionnaire), and those 
primarily substantive (having to do with peace and social action). 


“A. Methodological 


The comments on the questionnaire format were fairly. evenly divided between praise 
and blame. Some of them, with editorial comment, follow. 


"So many of your terms, ‘peace,’ *acanomic justice,‘ 
*poverty,* etc. mean one thing to one person and some- 
thing else to another, Why not ask if one is in favor 
of motherhood?" [Ed. note: We can’t agree it was that 
vague, but some sharpening would no doubt have been de- 
sirable. 


RAKKKEE 


"*"This questionnaire so confuses policies with values, 
means with ends, that it cannot be answered logically. 
The questions are confused, so the answers must necess- 
arily be confused also.” ([Ed. notes Who's confused? 
This person neglected to read the instructions, and tried 
to rank five answers within each section in order of de- 
scending importance. | 


PHHKHROE 


“These questions do not really face our situation. It 
deesn't have a proper background and does not show the 
concerns and/or causes of the recent split in the Peace 
Center.” [LEd. note: The internal squabbles of local 

peace groups were far from ignored, but were never intended 
to be the major point of the survey. This “respondent” 

did not answer a single question. 


RHR 


"The questionnaire reflects the basic disagreement I seem 
to have with the World Without War Committee and general 
church involvement in this area. I usually feel I'm the 
only one who feels priority is needed for the concern of 
world law." [Ed. note: You are by no means alone. See 
Table 33 above. | 


RHR 


“Proves nothing." LEd. notes A questionnaire designed to 
efove something would not be a very good questionnsire, 
gould it?] 


REKRKAE 


"JF you plan to use this nationwide, I'm afraid your vo- 

babulery will need to,be simplified, I'm an English 

teacher and I know.” L[Ed. note: Agreed, if we wanted 

to go nationwide. But the first problem was bestirring 

interest in a rather more modest circle: Unitariansin one town. 


RHEKERE 


"Not enough room for additional comments; many alternatives 
are not listed." [Ed. note: Impossible to list al] alterna- 
tivess; you were invited to append extra pages if you ran 

out of room. 


REKERAE 


"My wife and I are pretty much in agreement on most issues, 
but we came out with different answers, Maybe these 
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(questions) can be read in different ways." Led. note: 
Maybe. But maybe you and your wife are not really so 
much in agreement as you have always assumed. Talk it 
Overe 


HHERHEK 


"Why no questions re the Peace Corps, exchange of stu- 
dents, prevention of travel, tariff barriers, lan- 
guage barriers, army for the UN to police recalci-~ 
trant nations?" (Ed. note: Why didn't you write in 
any of these things in the many spaces provided for 
"other"? | 


HHHEHEE 


"Many of the questions are of the ‘When did you stop 
beating your wife’ variety." [Ed. note: Example, 
please? 


HRHEKKE 


"If any conclusions can be determined from this, 
there's hope." [Ed. note: Then there's still hope, 
brother. See Chapter X, below, | 


REKEKRHK 


"Extremely poor questionnaire, unprofessional, biased." 
LEd. note: It's all in the point of view. This per- 
son's point of view was that peace can only be negotiated 
from a position of U. S. armed strength; that USSR and 
China foreign policy, and pacifism, are the only obstacles 
to peace; that economic justice and world government 

have nothing to do with peace; and that the Mount Diablo 
Unitarian Church should stop showing so much concern 

about world peace. You can't please everybody -= 


and,we think, you shouldn't try. | 


Some comments of a different tenor were as follows: 


"Excellent survey." 


RHKKHKRE 


"Most questions fair and easy to follow. Some rather 
"Birchy' to say the least." [LEd. note: Yes, and 
some were rather “lefty}*® and some were rather 
"middly," to say the least. | 


HHEHHHEH 


"I feel that by my own testimony I have indicated 
myself. I would say the questionnaire has started 
a thoughtful reaction." [LEd. note: Then it has 
served one of its primary purposes, 


HEHEKAER 


"Thank you for letting me ponder how I feel, There 
may be some areas where I need help. I'd like to 
discuss the way we replied." [LEd. note: Ditto. | 


HEKBEHRRE 


"Some very good questions and a few ill-founded ones. 
A useful technique for stirring interest as well as 
thought." LEd. note: See above. | 


HEHE 


"It is a well thought-out questionnaire!" 
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“My question marks indicate a need for more infor- 
mation and therefore a study group is needed for 

people like me who have emotional reactions but 

not enough information,” [Eds note: Let's start one. ] 


HHEKREE 


"It's hard!" LEd. motes We'll take that as a compli- 
ment. We intended it to force you to think -- un= 
like the kind of pabulum served up in Gallup-type 
quastionnaires,. 


HHHBERE 


"Extremely thought-proveking. Admire the work of 
this committee." [LEd. note:r We're only #2, so we 
try harder, 


8, Substantive 
Some parting comments about peace action were as follows: 


"I am concerned about ‘Peace’ but I see a real 
detriment in the reaction of the community to 
irresponsible activities of such groupSeee. 
Activities of Peace groups per se do not im- 
press me as being particularly effective. Con- 
cern with specific social questions seems more 
likely to bring results. Creating social aware- 
ness through education would be my choice." 


HEKREKEE 


"In general, I feel I am ‘active’ in a number of 
ways but not as a member of any organization ex=- 
cept as it at a given moment seems to need fi- 
nancial or other support for the thing I believe 
in." 


HRREHKHEE 


"Tl gave at the office, FOR, SANE, WILPF, AFSC, 
FCL, ACLU, and the whole damn alphabet.” 


RHERRREE 


"T am apprehensive of the current crop of ‘Peace 
Groups.’ They have acquired a poor public image 
because of the type of people they seem to at~- 
tract and are not taken seriously by the come 
munity. Demonstrations or other nuisance de- 
vices are having an anti-peace or at best an 
issue-clouding effect." 


HHHEKHKHK 


"The entire 'Peace' movement is an exercise in 
futility. There will be no Peace as long as 

the world's major problems of population con- 
trol, starvation, lack of education and eco- 
nomic opportunity exist, The figure of 2.6 wars 
per year for every year of recorded history might 
be cut in half by diplomacy, but there is no 
diplomacy that can deal with egomaniacs such 

as Hitler or Sukarno. 


"The reason I am so antagonistic towards the 
pacifists is that all their mouthings, marchings 
and missives act as a smoke screen to the real 
problems that prevent men from living with dignity. 
And this movement has misappropriated the energies 
of thousands from actions and activities that are 
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practical and human to incantations and demonstrations — 
that are as useful as a rain dance, 


"I, therefore, strongly oppose the Diablo Unitarian 
Church from becoming further involved in such mis= 
guided, ineffective organizations. I would wish in~ 
stead that we use our energies and influence in areas _ 
that serve some practical benefit to the world," 


HHHKKHHK 
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X- SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
A. 


The results of this survey were very revealing, before the answers to so much as 
a single question had been tabulated. Approximately 1,300 copies of the questionnaire 
were mailed. ‘The survey was mentioned in three or four issues of the weekly church 
newsletter; it was mentioned twice from the pulpit; questionnaigzes were personally 
handed to everyone who came to church cne Sunday morning; follow-up telephone calls 
were made: to most households. After all this, only 100 questionnaires were returned-- 
less than 8 per cent of the "universe." This is a considerably poorer response than 
most mail quesionnaires achieve from anonymous, VNMotivated audiences, with no 
personal follow-up whatever. There is no way to assess the extent to which the re- 
sponse was a reflection of the "reputation" of the churchts World Without War Com- 
mittee, the prestige of the minister, or the fact that most persons receiving the 

let r not read it carefully. However, even taken together, it is 


The re instrument itself no doubt played an important role. It was long. 
It was demanding. To answer thoughtfully required from twenty minutes to half an 
homr. If it} be possil to answer it in five minutes, there might have been 
substantially more replii But, all thing idered, it does not seem adequately to 
account for the rest to blame the design@ the questionnaire. Even if it had been 
shorter and "easier," and had produced twice as many responses, that would still have 
been a poorer percentage than oblained by the average mail questionnaire on some 
trivial, commercial subject. 


And, even more 
a survey on peace and .otl socia ssue 2 in 
long, and & nding, < com questions, and there is no way 
If a person is willing to spend five minutes but is unwilling © spend twenty minutes 
to half an hour of his time sort t his thoughts on these questions,and writing 
them down -- does that not in itself tell us something important? Does it not suggest, 
for mle that | is 2d the kind of time and thought and devotion 
that social fectiv 5 usually requires? it not suggest a deficiency in 
staying pow 


is study, then, may be drawn without 
jority @ members and 
iar kedly apathetic toward organized 
peace work ai mer social aetior appeals in that direction from within 
their own cong : 


Another 
is methodolo, 72 ror a’ hundred and twenty five years, social philosophers have 
used the term “alienation," and em jecture about the concept, under other terms, is 
practically as old as homo sé But without taking anything from the 
philaghical insights which may have 
made to translate the theoretical construct of alienation into anything measurable. 
In the absence of at least tentative indices, one has no good reason to believe one 
is talking = the 1e@ phenomenon through space or time, and in the absence of at 
least tentative effor at h comparability, understanding grows muddy, and 
social’action diffi t 


C. 


The relatively few questionnaires which were returned constituted a sample with 
a strong statistical bias The persons’ most apathetic toward peace and social issues 
naturally tended not ill in and return their questionnaires at all. The returns 
are far from a random r They contain.a heavy 
overrepresentation of 
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XI. EPILOGUE 


Due primarily to difficulties in obtaining assistance in stencil-typing and mimeo- 
graphing, there was a delay of more than two years between the time this report was 
jnitially prepared and the time it is being distributed. There has been a little 
rewriting, but it stands essentially as it was written in December, 1965. 


Who can say what might be found if the study were repaated today? In the absence 
of any evidence to the contrary, it seems reasonable to hypothesize that the social 
psychological tendencies found in the autumn of 1965 have not been deflected, but have 
continued in the same channels they were following then. It seems reasonable to 
hypothesize that, if anything, those channels have been scoured deeper. 


The policy of the Johnson administration toward Viet Nam, which had begun to take 
clear shape only a few months before this survey was conductdd, has hardened ever 
since. The Administration has stated in scores of public uttsrances, and demonstrated 
in hundreds of actions, th it does not welc sriticism, to put the matter gently. 
Therefore, it might be found today that in a compa 3 group of Unitarians, 
instead of 9% feeling they could be of some influence on U.S. foreign pdlicy, only 
5%, say, might feel this way And among s less privileged than Unitarians -- 


well, who can say? 


is more, the one area in 1, middle-class, liberal, Caucasians 
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